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6040. Also, petition of residents of Cedar Lake, Mich., protest

ing against the enactment of compulsory Sunday observance 
legislation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

6041. By Mr. WILLIAMSON: Petition -of Julia Davidson, 
Harriet DeHaan Martin Shaugreau, and sundry other citizens 
of Washington and Pennington Counties, S. Dak., urging Civil 
War pension legislation; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

60--12. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of :Mrs. Mary E. Wright and 
other , of Alverton, Westmoreland County, Pa., urging enact
ment of legh;lation for the relief of Civil War veterans and 
widows of veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SENATE 
FRIDAY, February 4, 19B17 

The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Our Father, who art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name, 
Thy ldngdoni come-, Thy will be done on earth as it is in 
heaven. As we lisped this prayer taught at mother's knee, we 
now long for the time when that will be answered in the 
hearts and lives of earth's multitudes, and glad to do Thy 
will. Help each of us so to understand this obligation that 
we shall fulfill that heavenly purpose by being constantly 
active in fulfilling Thy good pleasure. Hear and help us 
through this day. For Jesus Christ's sake. Amen. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester
day's proceedings when, on request of Mr. CURTIS and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with 
and the Journal was approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE BOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
Haltigan, one of its clerks, anno~nced that the House bad 
disagreed to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
10728) authorizing the Secretary of War to convey to the 
Association Siervas de Maria, San Juan, P. R., certain prop
erty in the city of San Juan, r. R. ; requested a confer
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and that Mr. JAMES, Mr. HILL of Maryland, 
and Mr. FisHER were appointed managers on the part of the 
House at the conference. · 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15547) to 
authorize appropriations for construction at military posts, 
and for other purposes; requested a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that 
1\Ir. JAMES, 1\lr. HILL of Maryland, and Mr. McSwAL~ were 
appointed managers on the part of the House at the conference. 

EXROLLED BILLS SIG~ED -

The message further announced that the Speaker had af
fixed his signature to the following enrolled bills and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

H. R. 2190. An act for the relief of Agnes W. Wilcox ; 
II. R. 3664. An act to correct the military record of Daniel 

C. Darroch ; · 
H. R. 6384. Au act to amend the acts of June 7, 1924, and 

March 3, 1925, granting certain public lands to the city of 
Phoenix, Ariz. ; 

H. R. 7563. An act to amend section 4900 of the United 
States Revised Statutes ; 

H. R. 8784. An act for the relief of Bertha M. Leville ; 
H. R. 9061. An act to authorize Lieut. Commander Lucius 

C. Dunn, United States Navy, to accept from the King of 
Denmark a decoration known a.s a " Knight of the Order of 
Dannebrog"; 

H. R. 9268. An act to amend the agricultural credits act of 
1923; 

H. R. 9433. An act for the relief of Alexander Edward Metz; 
H. R. 10424. An act to ratify the action of a local board of 

sales control in respect of a contract between the United States 
and Max Hagedorn, of La Grange, Ga. ; 

H. R. 11174. An act to amend section 8 of the act of September 
1, 1916 (39 Stat. L., p. 716), and for other purposes; 

H. R.13778. An act for the relief of certain citizens of Eagle 
Pass, Tex~ 

H. R. 15127. An act for the relief of sufferers from floods in 
the vicinity of Fabens and El PttSo, Tex., in September, 1925; 
and 

H. R. 16023. An . act relating to the tl'ansfusion of blood by 
members of the Military Establishment. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena

tors answered to their names : . 
Ashurst Frazier Lenroot 
Bayard George McKellar 
Bingham Gerry McLean 
Blease Gillett McMa.'!ter 
Borah Glass McNary 
Bratton Goff Mayfield 
Broussard Gooding lleans 
Bruce Greene Metcalf 
Cameron Hale Moses 
Capper Harris Neely 
Caraway Harrison Norbeck 
Couzens Hawes ~orris 
Curtis Heflin Nye 
Dale Howell Oddie 
Deneen Johnson Overman 
Dill Jones, N. !\lex. Pepper 
Edge Jones. Wash. Phipps 
Ernst Kendrick Pine 
Ferris Keyes Pittman 
Fess Kil1g Reed, Pa. 
Fletcher La Follette Robinson, Ark. 

Robinson, Ind. 
Sackett 
Schall 
Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Shortridge 
Smith 
Smoot 
Steck 
Stephens 
Stewart 
Trammell 
Tyson 
Wadsworth 
Walsh. Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 
WPller 
Willis 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-three Senators 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 

having an-

CONSIDERATION OF APPROPRIATION BILLS 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I desire to submit a unani
mous-consent request. 

I ask unanimous consent that at 5 o'clock this evening the 
Senate shall proceed to the consideration of House bill 16576, 
making appropriations for the Departments of State and Jus
tice, and so forth, and if that is concluded that we proceed to 
the consideration of House bill 16249, the War Department 
appropriation bill, and that we consider those two measures 
until not later than 7 o'clock to-night. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have no objection to the 
request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. -

READING OF WASHINGTON'S FAREWELL ADDRESS 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In accordance with the order of 
the Senate of January 24, 1901, the Ohair designates the Sen
ator from Georgia [1\Ir. GEORGE] to read Washington's Fare
well Address on the 22d instant. 

EX OFFICIO COMMISSIONERS FOR AL.ASKA 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill from the 
Senate ( S. 3928) authorizing the designation of an ex offici-o 
commissioner for Alaska for each of the executive departments 
of tlle United States, and for other purposes, which were, on 
page 3, line 2, after the word "of," where it appears the first 
time, to insert " all " ; on page 3, line 7, after the word " law," 
to insert " now under the direction. of the Secretaries named 
in section 1 hereof " ; and on page 3, line 10, after the word , 
" appropriations," to insert: 

Provided, That the charge and control of all mattPrs relating to 
the construction and maintenance of roads in Alaska which may now 
be under the jurisdiction of any other department, bureau, or agency 
of the Government, together with the records or transcripts thereof, 

. the property including field and office equipment and the unexpended 
balances of appropriations pertaining thereto, may, with tbe concur
rence of - the Secretaries of the respective departments involved, be 
assigned and transferred to the board of road commissioners for 
Alaska, created by and in pursWlllce of the provisions of section 2 of 
the act of Congress entitled "An act to provide for the construction 
and maintenance of roads, the establishment and maintenance of 
schools, and tbe care and support of insane persons in the District of 
Alaska, and for other purposes," approved January 27, 1905, as 
amended by the act approved May 14, 1006. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amend
ments which have been made by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Ollio 
state the effect of the second amendment? 

Mr. WILLIS. I will state the effect of the amendment. In 
the first place, the Senator will recall that this is a bill which 
authorizes the different departments to designate a repre
sentative of each department to have charge of the work of 
that department in Alaska in connection with the Governor of 
Alaska. The amendment pro>ides that all matters relative to 
roads shall be passed first to the Roads Commission of Alaska. 
That is the effect of the amendment and, so far as I know, it 
is satisfactory. 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I see no objection to it. 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator if 

the purpose is to create a sort of understudy for the Governor 
of Alaska? 

Mr. WILLIS. No. 
1\fr. KING. What is the commissioner, and what are his 

duties? 
l\Ir. WILLIS. The commission was provided for in the bill 

which pa8sed the Senate, and it simply enables coordination of 
the work of the different departments. As the Senator knows, 
there has been in Alaska and elsewhere an overlapping of 
the work of the departments. The Secretary of Agriculture, 
the Secretary of the Interior, and the Secretary of Commerce 
have collaborated in the matter, so that there may be desig
nated by each Secretary, without additional expense to the 
Government, a representative of his department to be in Alaska 
and to cooperate with the Governor of Alaska in the coordi
nation of the service. It is believed to be in the interest of 
sound economy and better administration. All the Secretaries 
I have named are greatly interested in it. 

1\ir. KING. It does not interfere with the functioning of the 
governor? 

Mr. WILLIS. Not in any respect at all. 
l\Ir. KING. Or with the Legislature of the Territory of 

Alaska? 
_ 'l\fr. WILLIS. Not at all. 

Mr. KING. There has been a Yast a~ount of duplication 
among the departments. 

l\Ir. WILLIS. Yes; and the object of the amendment is to 
get red of that Yery duplication. 

The YICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio that the Senate concur in the amend
ments of the House. 

'l'he motion was agreed to. 
LAND AT BATTERY COVE, NEAR ALEXA:XDRIA, VA. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Repre~ entatives, disagreeing to t_he amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11615) providing for the ces
sion to the State of Virginia of sovereignty over a tract of 
land located at Battery Cove, near Alexandria, Va., and request
ing a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon. 

l\lr. WADSWORTH. I move that the Senate insist on its 
amendments, accede to the request of the House for a confer
ence, and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The motion wa agreed to; and the Vice Pre ident appointed 
l\lr. WADSWORTH, l\1r. REED of Pennsylvania, and l\lr. FLETCHER 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY POSTS 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 

the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15547) to authorize appropriations 
for construction at military posts, and for other purposes, and 
requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move that the Senate insist on its 
amendments, accede to the request of the House for a confer
ence, and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. . 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed 
Mr. ·wADswoRTH, l\Ir. REED of Pennsylvania, l\Ir. BINGHAM, Mr. 
FLETCHER, and .Mr. SHEPPARD conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

ASSOCIATION SIERVAS DE MARIA, SAN JUAN, P. R. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action 

of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10728) authorizing the Secre
tat·y of War to convey to the Association Siervas de 1\Iaria, San 
Juau, P. R., certain property in the city of San Juan, P. R., and 
requef'ting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

llr_ "\VADSWORTH. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment, agree to the request of the House for a confer
ence, and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Vice President appointed 
l\Ir. WADS WORTH, Mr. REED of Pennsylyania, l\Ir. BINGHA:r.r, 
Mr. FLETCHER, and 1\lr. SHEPPAnD co.Qferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a resolution 

of the House of Representatives of the State of Oklahoma, 

which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows : 
House resolution 7, by Brown, requesting favorable action by the Con

gress of the United States on Senate bill No. 3027 and House Resolu
tion No. 4:5-48, now pending, pertaining to the retirement for disabled 
emergency officers of the World War on equal terms and conditions 
with officers of the Regula1· .Army, tbe Navy, and 1\Inrine Corps 

Whereas there is now pending in the Senate of the United Stat('S a ... 
bill known as the Tyson bill {Senate bill No. 3027), and a similar bill 
is pending In the House of Representatives of the United States known 
as the Fitzgerald bill {H. R. 4548) ; and 

"Whereas both of said bills provide fo1· retirement of disabled emf'r
gency officers of tbe World War on equal terms and on the same condi
tions provided for other disabled officers of the .Army, Navy, and 1\Iurine 
Corps; and 

Whereas there were nine classes of officers in the World War, namely: 
(1) Regular .Army officers, (2) regular naval officers, (3) regular )Ia
rine Corps officers, ( 4) provisional Army officers, { 5) provisional naval 
o·fficers, (6) provisional Marine Corps officers, (7) emergency Army 
officers, (8) emergency naval officers, {9) emergency Marine Corps 
officers; and 

Whereas all officers disabled in line of duty in the service of the 
United States during the World War are granted retirement privileges, 
except the emergency .Army officers disabled in line of duty; and 

Whereas it is simple justice to the emergency .Army officers, who 
served in the World War and who were disabled, to receive the same 
benefits accorded the other eight classes of officers : Therefore be it 

Resolred by the IIouse of Representati'l:es of the State of Olclalwma, 
That we request the Senate of the United States to pass Senate bill No. 
3027, and request the Ilouse of Representatives of the United States 
to pass House bill No. 4548, in their present form, which said bills 
are designed to give relief to said disabled emergency officers of the 
Army, as provided in said bills; and be it further 

Resoh:ed, That the chief clerk of the house of representatives be in· 
structed to furnish each Senator and Member of Congress from tbe 
State of Oklahoma, the President of the United States, the Vice Presi
dent of the United States, the Speaker of tbe House of Representatives 
of tlie United States, the chairman of the Rules Committee of the House 
of Representatives of the United States, tbe chairman of the steering 
committee of the House of Representatives of the United States, Con
gressman ROY FITZGERALD, and Senator LAWRENCE D. TYSOX with a 
copy of this resolution. 

Mr. GLASS. 1\lr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have inserted in the RECORD re olutions adopted by the Vir
ginia Department of the American Legion, with re&-pect to 
Senate bill 3027, the bill introduced by the Senator from 'l~en
nessee [1.\Ir. TYSON]. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were ordered to lie 
on the table and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Hon. CARTER GLASS, 

THE AMERICAN LEGIOX, 
DEPARTJ\IENT OF VIRGl::o<IA, 

Riohrnond, Va., February B, 1917. 

United States lienate, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: This is to respectfully invite your attention and urge 

your influence in behalf of the Tyson·Fitzgerald bill for disabled emer
gency .Army officers, and in connection therewith submit the following 
resolution, adopted by the .American Legion, Department of Virginia, in 
convention at Alexandria, Va., .August 9, 10, and 11, 1!>26, and ask 
that same be read into the CO::-<GRESSIONAL RECORD: 

" Resolution 

" Whereas there were nine classes of officers in tbe World War, the 
regular, provisional, and emergency officers of the Navy, Marine Corps, 
and Army ; and 

"Whereas eight of tbese classes have been granted by the Congress 
honorable · retirement for their wounds and disabilities received as a 
result of their service in camp and field ; and 

"Whereas the emergency Army officers who bore the brunt of the 
fighting, as evidenced by more than 2,000 battle deaths in France, have 
alone failed to receive the honorable retirement accorded all other 
classes for officers ; and 

'' Whereas there are 1,000 of these disabled emergency Army officl'rs 
now suffering from disabilities received on the field of battle whose 
honorable retirement has not been granted by Congress; and 

"Whereas the .American Legion is firm in its belief tllat tho e disabled 
emergency Army officers are entitled to honorable retirement and at the 
past four national conventions has unanimously ndopted resolutions 
calling upon Congress to enact such a measure ; and 

" Whereas it has been apparent during tbe pt•ogr<'S!'; of this legisla· 
tion that an overwhelming majority of the Members of the House and 
Senate have believed in the justice of this measure and have desir('d to 
make it effective by the passage of the Bursum bill (S. 33) ; and 
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" Whereas the Senate of the United States on February 20, 1925, 

passed this measure by a vote of 63 to 14. It was immediately sent to 
the House, where is was favorably reported by the Commiftee on World 
War Veterans' Legislation. It was apparent that an overwhelming 
sentiment in favor of the measure existed in the lower body ; and 

" Whereas certain Members of the House of Representatives occupying 
key positions opposed this measure, and because of such opposition 
denied the House of Representatives the privilege of voting (on this 
measure), as it was well known that it would be passed overwhelmingly 
should the House have the opportunity of recording its will upon it; 
and 

" Whereas it was stated by certain Representatives that the support 
of the American Legion was divided on the measure, and that its 
enactment was a matter which could be well delayed; and 

" Whereas the members of the Amer-ican Legion are not divided on 
this subject, but believe in the justice of the measure, and reiterate 
their indorsement of it and call upon the Congress of the United States 
to recognize this truth: Now therefore be it 

"Resolved, That the American Legion, Department of Virginia, favors 
such legislation as will fulfill the spirit of this resolution and request 
the Congress to enact it at the next session ; and be it further 

"Resolved, That the national legislative committee be instructed to 
make this measure a part of the Legion's major legislative program." 

It is further desired to invite your attention to the fact that this 
resolution, or a similar one, has been adopted by several national con
ventions of the American Legion, and to inform you that the national 
organization, composed of 11,000 posts and 750,000 members throughout 
the Nation, is solidly behind this bill. It is felt that, irrespective of 
this information, no one familiar with the merits of same could be 
justifiably opposed to it. 

I believe that some 2,000 emergency Army officers are a.tl'ected by 
this bill, and I am informed that 50 of these officers have died since 
the World War. These, of course, could not be helped, but the failure 
of Congress to enact legislation placing these men upon the same basis 
for disability retirement purposes as the Regular Army officer is an 
injustice beyond human understanding. 

It is perhaps true that a large number of these men are not legion
naires, but lt is desired to point out that the Legion stands for justice 
not only to its members but to any and all persons. As a legionnaire 
and a citizen, I therefore respectfully urge your influence and eft'orts 
to see that this matter is made a special order of business in order 
that it may be enacted into law at this session, and assure you of the 
appreciation of the legionnaires of Virginia for anything you may do 
in the interests of same. 

Sincerely, 
J. A. NICHOLAS, Jr., 

Department Adj-utant. 

Mr. PHIPPS presented the following joint memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Colorado, which was referred to 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation: 
Senate joint memorial No. 2, by Seuators Headlee, Warren, Abbey, and 

Nelson, and Representatives Sylvester, Fassett, Garcia, and Moffatt 

To the Honm·able Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America it~> Congress asse-mbled: 
Your memorialist, the General Assembly of the State of Colorado, 

respectfully represents to your honorable body that what is known as 
the San Luis Valley on the Rio Grande, in which is located some 
2,000,000 acres of irrigable, productive, agricultural land in the State 
of Colorado, bas been greatly damaged and retarded in its growth and 
development, to the detriment of the peoples of the San Luis Valley 
and the Commonwealth of the State of Colorado in this, to wit: 

That for and on account of the action taken by the Congress of the 
United States and different departments of the Government of the 
United States, and particularly on request of the honorable Secretary of 
State contrary to the advice of the Attorney General of the United 
States, irl the year 1896 an embargo was placed upon the construction 
of reservoirs on the upper Rio Grande in the State of Colorado. 

That by reason and on account of such embargo the peoples of the 
San Luis Valley were prevented from constructing reservoirs whereby 
they could scientifically and economically administer the distribution 
of irrigation waters from the Rio Grande River in that territory. 

That as a direct result of the prohibition, illegally and unjustly 
placed upon the people of the San Luis Valley as aforesaid, a large 
amount of irrigation water was applied to lands in the springtime 
when the river was in flood for a number of years, during which period 
these people were prohibited from the construction of reservoirs to 
properly regulate their supply of water, in an attempt to secure a suffi
cient amount of ground storage to supply their crops during periods 
of drought. This excessive use of water in the springtime resulted in 
the seeping of a large area of land, aggregating several hundreds of 
thousands of acres, theretofore very productive; a total ~ss of its 
productivity resulting, and a direct loss to the landowners and entry
men on the public domain in that locality variously estimatecl a'\ from 
$187,000,000 to $200,000,000, in addition to the loss of homes and im-

provements erected at the cost of a lifetime of toll by the owners of 
such lands, and the desolation of a thriving· and productive community, 
occupied by several thousands of happy, industrious, satisfied, and 
contented people, all citizens of the United States of America. 

That in the year 1925 the embargo against the construction of reser
voirs on the upper Rio Grande in Colorado was removed and was then 
found by the then Secretary of the Interior to have been illegally 
initiated and imposed. 

That by the drainage of said lands and the construction of reser
voirs now permitted, whereby the application of water in the future 
may be properly and scientifically regulated, said lands, now desolate 
and unproductive, may be reclaimed and again made producti\e; but 
before such reclamation can be provided for it is necessary that an 
outlet for the excess waters so applied to such lands which caused the 
seepage thereof, be provided for from what is known as the San Luis 
Lakes to the Rio Grande, a distance of about 22 miles. 

That the action of the governmental agencies of the United States 
in imposing such an embargo whereby the peoples of the San Luis 
Valley were prohibited from exercising rights and unquestionably 
exercised and enjoyed by all other citizens was unjust and discrimina
tory, and, as now found by the Secretary of the Interior, illegal. 

That the people of the San Luis Valley have never been recompensed 
in any particular for the great loss occasioned to them by these un
warranted and unjust acts of the United States Government, notwith
standing the fact that the peoples of southern New l\Iexico and western 
Texas on the Rio Grande .River, under what is known as the Elephant 
Butte Dam, have been heretofore compensated by a direct appropria
tion of Congress in the amount of $1,000,000 to compensate them for 
60,000 acre-feet of water ceded to the Republic of Mexico, which, as a 
matter of fact, on account of the embargo heretofore mentioned, was 
charged directly to the San Luis Valley in Colorado. 

That the 60,000 acre-feet of water, heretofore ceded to l\Iexico by 
the United States, can be replaced in the Rio Grande by the construc
tion of the outlet contemplated; 2,000 square miles can be added to 
the drainage area of the Rio Grande and the flow of the river be 
materially agurnented, thereby furnishing an additional supply of water 
for the use of the people in New Mexico and Texas. 

Therefore, in order to recoup in a very small part the immense loss 
occasioned to the people of the San Luis Valley and the State of Colo
rado, and in order to enable them in so far as may be possible ' to 
recoup the loss occasioned by the desolation of their farms and homes 
by the reclamation thereof, and in all justice and fairness to the people 
so discriminated against, your honorable body is respectfully requested 
to take such action as may be necessary to provide an outlet from the 
San Luis Lakes to the Rio Grande in order that these unfortunate 
people sacrificed upon the altar of what was then no doubt considered 
to be the good of the Nation, be permitted to drain their lands and 
relieve the condition brought about by the imposition and maintenance 
for the last 30 years of an embargo illegally initiated and imposed. 

Attest: 

JO\IN A. HOLMBERG, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
GEORGE M. CORLETT, 

Pt·esident of the Senate. 

CHAS. M. ARMSTRONG, 

Secretary of State. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I also present a resolution adopted by the 
Boulder Post, No. 10, of the American Legion, Department of 
Colorado, which I ask may be printed in the RECORD and re
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows : 

Resolution 

Whereas the Government of the UniteQ. States bas of late been in
volved in a controversy with tbose at present at the head of t he Gov
ernment of Mexico concerning certain land laws of that nation ; and 

Whereas resolutions denouncing those in charge of the foreign affairs 
of the United States have been formulated and spread broadcast over 
the country for adoption ; and 

Whereas thef!e resolutions are identical in form and content and have 
been prepared at some central place for dissemination, and have been 
adopted widely over the country by many persons and organiza tions 
knowing little of the questions involved ; and 

Whereas those in charge of our national affairs are fully informed 
concerning the fact and merits of the controversy: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, by the Boulder Post, No. 10, of the American Legion, of the 
Department of Colorado, here asse?nbled, That we have faith in the 
wisdom and integrity of the officers of our National Governm<'nt and 
that we have every confidence that the people of America will never be 
called upon to defend our rights by armed force unless such action be 
necessary to protect our national honor and to fulfill our national obli
gations, in which event our rights and obligations should and must be 
protected by any means at our disposal, including armed force; and be 
it further 
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Resolt'ed, That we deprecate the hysteria at present evidencing itself J Mr. WILLIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 

in a certain element of the pi"ess and in various meetings where an Newark, Ohio, praying for the prompt passage of legislation 
unwarrante~ f~ar that this Nation _is on ~be ~reshold of war, encour-~ g~anting increased pensions to Civil War veterans and their 
ages the stgmng of form resolutions dissemmated by some central Widows, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
society, at present unknown. He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Tusca-

HuBEnT KAun, Oomtnan.der. rawas County, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the 
A. B. WooLuMs, Adjutant. bill (S. 4821) to provide for the closing of barber shops in the 

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, I present a concurrent reso- District of Columbia on Sunday, or any other legislation of a 
lution adopted by the Legislature of the State of South Dakota religious character, which was referred to the Committee on 
favoring legislation to put agriculture on a parity with industry the District of Columbia. 
and labor, which I ask may be printed in the RECORD and re- Mr. DENEEN presented petitions numerously signed by sun-
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. dry citizens of Cook, La Salle, and De Kalb Counties, all in 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the the State of Illinois, praying for the prompt passage of legi~:;
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be lation granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans and 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: their widows, which were referred to the Committee on Pen

Senate Concurrent Resolution 9, introduced by committee on agriculture, 
relating to the agricultural depression and its solution 

Whereas our major political parties appealing for support in past 
campaigns promised legislation to restore agriculture to the level of 
otller industries, which promises have not been fulfilled; and 

Whereas the continued · unequal purchasing power of farm products 
makes impossible the return of agricultui"al prosperity: Now therefore 
be it 

Resolved by the ser1ate (tT1e house of representatives concw·ring), 
That we petition and insiRt that the Congress enact at an early date 
legislation to place agriculture upon an equal footipg with other indus· 
tries by establishing a Federal farm board with authority to direct the 
handling of surplus agricultural commodities, as embodied in the 
McNary-Haugen bill; be it further 

ResolL'ed, That a copy of this resolution be forthwith transmitted by 
the secretary of the senate to the President of the United States and 
to the Senatoi"s and Representatives in Congress from the State of South 
Dakota. 

H. E. COVEY, 
President of the Sena.le. 

W. J. MATSON, 

Secreta-ry of the Senate. 
R. F. WILLL!..MSO:-<, 

Speaker of the House. 
WRIGHT TARBELL, 

Ohief Clerk of the House. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkaru:as presented a resolution adopted 
by the board of directors of the New Orleans (La.) Association 
of Commerce and unani.mou. ly indorsed by the Little Rock 
,(Ark.) Chamber of Commerce, favoring correction by the De
partment of Agriculture of alleged discriminating practices with 
reference to shipments of citrus fruits from Cuba and grapes 
from Argentina by way of the port of New York as against the 
port of New Orleans, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GREENE presented a resolution adopted by the conven
tion of the American Legion, Department of Vermont, at Bur-
ington, Vt., favoling the passage of legislation placing disabled 

emergency officers of the World War on the retired list, sub
stantially as provided in the so-called Tyson-Fitzgerald bill, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ERNST presented memorials numerously signed by sun
·dry citizens of the State of Kentucky, remonstrating against 
the passage of the bill ( S. 4821) to provide for the closing of 
barber shops in the District of Columbia on Sunday, or any 
other legislation of a religious character, which were referred 
to the Committee on th ~ District of Columbia. 

1\fr. BINGHAM presented a letter in the nature of a petition 
from a committee representing the United States Custodian 
Se1;vice Association, and petitions of sundry citizens of New 
Haven, Ansonia, and Danbury, all in the State of Connecticut, 
praying fer the passage of legislation granting increased com
pensation to employees of the United States Custodian Service, 
with a minimum wage of $1,200, which were referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented petitions numerously signed by 
sundry citizens of the State of California, praying fm: the 
prompt passage of legislation granting increased pensions to 
Civil War veterans and their widows, which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

:Mr. BRUCE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Balti
more, Md., praying for the prompt passage of legislation grant
ing increased pensions to Civil War veterans and their widows, 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GILLETT presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
State of Ma~sachusetts, praying for the prompt passage of 
legislation granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans 
and their widows, which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

sions. 
Mr. WALSH of Ma sachusetts. I present a telegram from 

the president of the New England Flour Co., in which he states 
what the McNary-Haugen bill will do in increasing the price of 
bread, and he quotes the opinion of a large number of manu
facturers of bread in the New England States. I ask that the 
telegram may be treated as a petition, printed in the RECORD, 
and lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

The telegram is as follows : 
BOSTON, MAss., Feb1·uary 9, 19g"/, 

Hon. DAVID I. WALSH, 

United States Senate, Wash·ington, D. 0.: 

The McNary-Haugen bill is vicious class legislation, and its operation 
would positively result in raising the price of bread fi"om 2 to 4 cents 
a loaf. Our corporation does a business of over one-half million barrels 
annually exclusively with bakers in 10 States, and this is their unani
mous opinion. I urge you to use your best efforts to block an increase 
of bread prices to the public. 

CLAREXCE 0. CASE, 

President The Neto Englart4 Flom· Oo. 

1\Ir. BLEASE presented the following concurrent resolution of 
the Legislature of South Carolina, which was ordered to lie on 
the table: 

A concurrent resolution 
Whereas thet"e are nine classes of officers in the World War, tlle 

regular, provisional, and emergency officers of the Navy, Marine Corps, 
and Army ; and 

Whereas eight of these classes have been granted by the Congress 
honorable retirement for their wounds and disabilities received as a 
result of their services in camp and field ;. and 

Whereas the emergency Army officers who fought heroically, as evi
denced by more than 2,000 battle deaths in France, have alone failed to 
receive the honorable retirement accorded all other classes of officers; 
and 

Whereas there are 1,848 of these disabled e-mergency Army officers 
now suffering from disabilities received on the field of battle whose 
honorable retirement has not been granted by Congt"ess; and 

Wbereas we are informed that legislation is pending in both Houses 
of Congress, being reported favorably by theii" respective committees 
and now on the calendar of each House (the Bnrsum bill, S. 33; the 
Lineberger bill, H. R. 4548) : Therefore be it 

Resolved by the house (the senate ooncttrring), That we do urgently 
request our Members in Congress to use their best efforts to have this 
legislation I"emoving this discrimination passed at this session of Con
gress: Be it 

Resolt'ed ftwther, That the clerk of the bouse of representatives and 
the senate join in sending a copy or this resolution to each United 
States Senator and Member of the House of Representatives from South 
Carolina. 

This is to certify that the within resolution is a correct copy of a 
concurrent resolution passed by both houses of the State legislature on 
January 21, 1927. 

[SEAL.] 

[SEAL.] 

COLUJ\IBIA, s. c. 

J. WILSON GIBBES, 

Olerk of the House of Representatives. 
JAS. H. FOWLES, 

Clerk of the State Senate. 

INVESTIGATION OF CONTRACT WITH FRED HERRICK 

:Mr. 1\IcNARY. l\Ir. President, a few days ago there was 
published in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD a joint memorial passed 
by the Senate and House of the State of Oregon appertaining to 
a contract had with a Mr. Herrick for the purchase and removal 
of standing timber in the Malheur National Forest in the State 
of Oregon. A day or so ago I received a telegram from the 
same ource, which in a way modifies the original attitude of 
the Senate of the _St~te of Oregon, and which I desire to have 
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printed in the RECORD and r·eferred to the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys. 

The ·viCE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the telegram 
will be referred to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys 
and printed in the RECORD. 

The telegram is as follows : 

Ron. CHARLES L. McNARY, 
Washington, D. a.~ 

SALEM, OREG., January 28, 19!1. 

Referring to Senate Joint Memorial No. 5, Oregon Legislature, re
garding Herrick contract ;in Malheur Forest. We do not retract the 
memorial in the least, but believe desired results may be obtained more 
speedily in another manner. If definite arrangements for ample funds 
to complete construction and start manufacture of lumber during pres
ent calendar year be insured, investigation might be postponed in 
discretion of Oregon delegation. Extension should be limited in time 
definite in requirements with positive penalties to be collected on de
fault. Penalty provision should be positive with no possibility of 
waiver and safeguarded by ample bond or securities ; insist upon no 
waiver of provision that railroad must be common carrier. 

WILLiil1 G. HARE, 
Chairman of Senate Committee o1t Resol·utions. 

FRED J. MEINDL, 
Chairman of House Committee on Resolutions. 

We concur)n the foregoing. 
HARRY J. CORBETT, 

President of the Senate. 
JOHN H. C.ARKIN, 

Speaker of the House. 

Mr. l\lcNARY. Also covering the same subject matter, which 
I should like to have printed in the RECoRD and with the same 
reference, is a communication from the county court of Harney 
County, Oreg., in which a part of the national forest is located. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator will have the communication 
referred to the same committee? 

Mr. McNARY. That is my request. 
There being no objection, the communication was referred 

to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Hon. CHAS. L. MCNARY, 
Ron. ROBT. N. STANFIELD, 
Hon. N. J. SINNOTT, 

Washington, D. 0. 

BURNS, OREG., January 23, 1927. 

Re Bear Valley-Fred Herrick timber sale. 
GE~TLE:l!EN : A telegram was forwarded to each of you gentlemen 

to-day and we attach a copy of such wire hereto for confirmation. 
Our reason for sending such telegram and for writing this letter is 

that the facts, as we know them, t•elating to the above subject may be 
placed before you for your information. We are not acting for Mr. 
Herrick, nor against Mr. Barnes and those he represents; we are 
acting for the good of this community and, as we believe, the State 
at large. 

We are just as anxious as our friends in Grant County that the 
Herrick development be expedited as much as possible, and we would 
urge you to use your powerful influence with the forest department and 
with Mr. Herrick toward securing an early completion of this project. 
Our only fear is that out of the present controversy some action might 
be tak{\11 that would involve the project in litigation or would impair 
the financial ability of Mr. Herrick, thereby further delaying the com
pletion of the project. 

We believe that we are fully informed as to the policy of the 
Forestry Service and of the Chief Forester, and that such policy is 
favorable to early development ; we know that the Chief Forester has 
used his great influence in securing for this part of the State a 
development of its timber resources that will also develop every other 
resource, and that he has at all times had in mind the best interests 
of the Government and local communities and has so acted. We 
therefore resent the charges made through the press, impugning the 
motive or actions of the Chief Forester and his department. We 
assert that such charges are not founded on fact. 

At the time the Bear Valley unit was put up for sale by the Forest 
Service in January, 1923, the department, against the vigorous pro
test of Mr. Barnes, made the minimum price of $2.75 per thousand for 
yellow pine. It is impossible to say whether or not the activities of 
Mr. E. W. Barnes had anything to do with the first sale, but the fact 
is that there was not a bid submitted at the first call. Mr. Barnes 
then insisted on a resubmission of the timber sale and tried to get 
the minimum requirement at about $1.50 per thousand, but the timber 
was offered at a minimum of $2 and at the second otrer Mr. Herrick 
made the offer of $2.80 and contract was entered into with him. After 
the bid of Mr. Herrick was submitted Mr. Barnes used ever bit of 
influence be had to prevent the sale at this price and virtually de
manded that the sale be to interests, represented by him, at a much 

lower figure. Since the ~ale l\Ir. Barnes has used every effort to 
hinder the operations of Mr. Herrick and to embarrass the Forestry 
Service and the Chief Forester. We recite this to show that any 
statement made by Mr. Barnes may be influenced by his personal 
interests and· should be accepted with caution. 

Since the sale Mr. Herrick has built and conditioned the 31 miles 
of railroad from Crane to Burns and this section has been turned 
over to the Union -Pacific and daily train service is being operated 
into Burns. 

In addition to that section, Mr. Herrick has completed the 50 miles 
of grade over the mountains from Burns to Seneca, ties are dis
tributed along the entire route, 40 miles of steel has been laid, and 
the steel crew is now laying from 3,000 to 4,000 feet a day. Only 
a severe storm will delay steel laying over 15 days. This is not a 
logging line but a standard 14 to 18 foot grade with heavy steel, 
substantial and numerous sidings. 

It is charged that the Forestry Service has authorized striking from 
the Herrick contract a provision that the Seneca-Burns Railroad should 
be operated as a common carrier. This is the charge that bas aroused 
the citizens of Grant County ; and if true; they would have just cause 
for complaint, and we would join with them in protest. However, we 
are not able to find any fact in support of this charge. Mr. Herrick 
caused this part of his operation to be incorporated at The Malheur 
Railroad Co. under the laws of Oregon as a common carrier. He has 
condemned right of way in Harney and Grant Counties as a common 
carrier and has also secured rights of way over Government land and 
forest reserve as a common carrier. This action alone, independent of 
any contract with the Forest Service, would establish the line as a 
common carrier. Nor could any act short of an act of Congress, to
gether with an act of the Oregon Legislature, relieve him of this status 
as a common carrier when his line is completed. We also find that he 
is reporting to the public-service commission of Oregon as a common 
carrier. 

An examination of the financip.l records of Fred Herrick Lumber Co. 
in Burns discloses that exclusive of the line from Crane to Burns they 
have expended to January 1, 1927, $1,313,000. 

The charge has been made tht·ough the press "that up to December 
19, 1926, no work had been done on the sawmill." This may be "split
ting hairs" to obtain a distinction, so permit us to recite the facts and 
conditions. 

The site selected for the sawmill is approximately 2% miles south 
of Burns. The plans for the mill call for a log pond of approximately 
40 acres to impound the waters of a warm apring at the site, the con
struction of a reinforced-concrete boiler house and also power plant, the 
mill to be of steel construction, with machinery electrically driven. The 
dike creating the log pond has been completed and tested. The rein
forced-concrete power plant and boiler house were under construction, 
floor and walls poured to within a few feet of the top when subzero 
weather closed down the work about December 12. Since that time 
weather conditions have not been favorable for resumption of wo~k at 
the mill site, As to the sawmill proper, as distinguished from its power 
plant, there has been no work done. The mill site and log pond involved 
a change of approximately 2¥.1 miles of the graded and partly graveled 
section of the Central Oregon Highway, and this change has aLso been 
completed by Mr. Herrick. The financial records show ·that on this 
work at the mill site there has been expended some $74,119 to .Janu-
ary 1. . 

We have been disappointed that the Herrick project has not been com
pleted before this ; however, the unfavorable lumber market of the past 
three years and the judicious expenditure of such a large sum in develop
ment are elements that undoubtedly have influenced the slow develop
ment of the project. We feel, however, that with the present invest
ment in the project that Mr. Herrick can not permit the consh·uction 
to drag and that it is his desire as well as to his interest to complete 
the plant this year. We feel that he is entitled to reasonable extensions 
to permit an early completion. 

Another element in this controversy that prompts us to make this 
lengthy explanation is that we understand that Mr. Herrick is now 
preparing to float a bond issue to complete the project. Naturally, any 
action like a congressional investigation will have an unfavorable effect 
on such an issue, as it would create uncertainty in the minds of the 
investing public. This would be immediately reflected in local im
provements at Burns and along the line of the railway, where interests 
are investing on the promise of an early construction of the Herrick 
project. 

The Oregon Legislature has adopted some kind of a memorial aSking 
congressional investigation of this project. This measure was put 
over by an active lobby from Grant County without anyone in Harney 
County being given an opportunity to be beard. We have not been 
able to secure the text of the memorial, and our only information is 
taken from the Portland papers. We do not criticize such measure, 
for we do not know that it deserves it, except that legislation without 
a hearing from all interests atrected may be viewed with suspicion. 

If a congressional investigation of this transaction could be disposed 
of within a few days and the blame placed where it belongs for this 
activity, we would have not the slightest objection; but we fear that 
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such an investigation would involve the entire administration policies 
of tbe Forestry Service, grazing fees, etc., and be long drawn out, and 
this community would suffer. 

1-'hanking you for your consideration, we remain, 
Respectfully yours, 

CHARLES L. McNARY, 

R. J". WILLIAMS, 
County Judge. 

G. N. J"AMIESON, 
Mayor. 

L. E. HIBBARD, 

Pt·esiclent Commercial Olub. 

BURNS, OREG., January ZS, 1f)21. 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0.: 
Officials and citizens of Harney County strongly urge your investi

gation of facts before taking any action on Barnes demand for congres
sional investigation Herrick timber sale. 

Memorial passed Oregon Legislature without time for us to present 
facts. Action does not meet our approval. 

Charges that work has stopped on railroad, that no work has been 
done on sawmill, that common-carrier provision for railroad Burns to 
Seneca has been deleted from contract are false. 

Believe this move fostered to impair Herrick ability to finance. 
Urge you to use caution. Letter explanation follows. 

R. J. WILLIAMS, 
County JtuZge. 

G. N. J"AIIHESON, 
Mayor. 

L. E. HIBBARD, 

President Commercial Olub. 

BOULDER DAM PROJECT 
Mr. JQHNSON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 

have printed in the RECORD at this point an editorial from the 
Christian Science Monitor of February 2, 1927, entitled "Status 
)f the Boulder Dam project." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The editorial is as follows : 

STATUS OF THE BOULDER DAM PROJECT 

Several more or less powerful infh.rences have combined to render 
uncertain the possibility of the enactment at the present session of 
Congress of the pending S':"'ing-Johnson bill providing for the develop
ment of the vast Government power and irrigation project at Boulder, 
on the Colorado River. Denunciation of the compact entered into 
among the several States constituting the drainage area which forms 
the river and the States through which the river runs, by some of the 
contracting parties, has made somewhat more difficult the problem of 
adjusting differences regarding benefits than was the case when Ari
zona, of all the States affected, was the only dissenter. But these new 
difficulties probably will not stand long in the way. It is a foregone 
conclusion, in the opinion of western Senators and Representatives, 
that the benefits which will be derived from the project are so apparent 
that public sentiment is gradually solidifying behind the plan. 

Newspaper offices throughout the country have been flooded, meta
phorically, in recent weeks with carefully prepared literature distributed 
by corporate interests which see, evidently, a prospect of more thorough 
Federal control and regulation of the Boulder dam project than has 
heretafore been atte
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mpted in fixing the rates and determining the basic 
values of similar utilities elsewhere. The comprehensive dual feature 
of the Colorado River improvement plan contemplates the utilization of 
a valuable natural resource for public and semipublic uses. There is to 
be monopolized and either publicly or privately controlled, as in hun
dreds of similar cases where less extensive resources are concerned, 
properties in which the people of the entire Nation are possessed of 
an undivided inalienable interest. But this particular project is of 
such magnitude and involves the rights and privileges of so many 
people that there has been no thought of granting to a private corpora
tion, no matter what the influences behind it, absolute control over it. 

The interesting fact is made to appear, however, that in the distribu
tion of the hydroelect1'ic power which will be one of the products of 
the plant which it is proposed to establish, leases may be made to pri
vate concerns now or later to be organized to carry on the sale to 
industries and individuals. No doubt it is realized that when the time 
comes for State and interstate commissions to fix the rates to be 
charged by these distributors, the basis upon which they are determined 
will be arrived at after a thorough survey of all surrounding and con
tributing conditions. Quite properly, it would seem, these commissions 
should take into account the fact that in the production of hydroelec
tric power the property of the people is being used, and that the crea
tion of a natural monopoly does not give by right the privilege of 
penalizing the public for its use. 

rublic interest has been aroused in this phase of the matter by the 
recent del;ision of the United States Supreme Court in what is known 
as the Indianapolis Water Power case. In that decision there was 

emphasized, perhaps more clearly than heretofore, the tendency of all 
courts to permit reasonable promotion profits, reproduction costs, going 
values, and other elements, to be reckoned into what becomes, for rate
ma:b.'ing purposes, legitimate investment costs. It will be a wise pre
caution that precludes, in the completed Boulder dam project, the 
possibility of passing on to the public, if it should be decidE'd to grant 
long leases on the property, this questionable burden. In that case, 
as in countless others where a natural right has been monopolized, the 
inalienable sovereignty of the people should definitely be protected and 
safeguarded. 

PROPOSED FARM LEGISLATION 

Mr. GEORGE. 1\fr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the RECORD a letter from former Senatot· 
Rebecca Latimer Felton, of Georgia, with reference to farm 
legislation and with particular reference to the measure of the 
senior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. NoRBECK]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or
dered. 

The letter is as follows : 
CARTERSVILLE, GA., January 29, 1f)2"f. 

Hon. Senator GEORGE. 
MY DE.-I..R SIR: In the COXGRESSIONAL RECORD of January 27 I rend 

the following : 
" l\fr. GEORGE. Mr. President, there is not any general prosperity in 

Georgia. If I were to stand here and make the statement that there is 
prosperity among about 85 per cent of our population-85 per cent or 
thereabouts of our population being rural-! would not be worthy of 
my place on this floor. I do not like to parade the poverty of my 
people, and for that reason I have seldom taken occasion to speak of it, 
but there is no prosperity on the farm in my State. Not only is there 
no prosperity there, but there has not been an hour since 1914 when 
conditions were as bad as they are at this moment. We have never 
faced such conditions. There is statistical prosperity; there large cor
porations are prosperous-and they make up the totals-but the people 
as a whole arE:> not prosperous, at least they are not prosperous in every 
section of the country. They are not prosperous on the southern cotton 
farms ; they are not prosperous on the farms in the Southwest. Other 
Senators may speak for their particular section-s." 

This statement of yours is a very conservative one. During 1925 we 
had a drought that killed all growing crops where I live. There was but 
little cotton gathered :md food crops were even more disastrous. Ne"{t 
to nothing was made in 1926. 

To begin a crop on my farm I was obliged to stand security on the 
fertilizer-as the landlord. The fertilizer people understood the help
lessness of the tenant class and took no chances. 

1\Iay I tell what I experienced to you, and will you inform the Senate 
that my own case is similar to that of scores of farmers in northwest 
Georgia? To begin the 1926 crop I became responsible to the fertilizer 
people for 15 tons of 9-3-3, and have had to pay the same without 
receiving a single dollar from those who owe me on their signed note~. 
between $550 and GOO. A few bales of rent cotton did not pay my 
taxes, amounting to $450. These tenants were furnished houses, gar
dens, pastures, and firewood, and the loss in firewood is heavy. 

The cotton crop was fine until the flea pest and army worm attacked. 
the squares and the young bolls literally were destroyed. I had also 
been compelled to furnish foodstuffs for some plow mules yet unpaid. 
Yesterday one of my colored tenants came to tell me that negro labor 
has about played out. They are rushing to towns to get a job because 
they have made nothing to sell in two years and must live by some 
means. 

A confla~ration could hardly have served us worse, and my farm of 
between 600 and 700 acres has not given me enough to feed and nourish 
me at nearly 92 years of age. There is nobody inclined to farm under 
such conditions, as you see. 

There is not a spare dollar to advance with such t-xperiences. Tens 
of thousands of acres will lie idle in Georgia because not.ody can con
tinue to advance money, as you see. 

These stricken ones are met at every turn with "cut down the 
acreage." My dear sir, that is superfluous advice. That admonition 
falls on deaf ears. 'rhe acreage is all·eady cut to the bone. Only the 
speculators have bad a joy ride in 1926. The price of cotton went to 
nearly zero. The average is cut. Some months ago the sugar dealers 
in Cuba underwent a panic and the reserve bank in Atlanta shipped 
United States currency by the trainload to stabmze sugar. 

In Georgia we see and deplore the difference. We only ask for a loan 
of a few hundred dollars on farms like mine to get food for man and 
beast and a chance to satisfy the Fertilizer Trust. Wby not? 

All last year I hoped something would materialize to assist those who 
are willing to work in rural sections in northwest Georgia. The 
drought condition made wreckage inevitable, inscrutable, providential. 

No man cared to help us, and we began tile 1926 crop, like drowning 
sailors struggling to reach t he shore, only to sm·vive. 

And no man seems to care whether this section of Georgia is filled 
with abandoned farms. Money is liberally voted for all "'u.rts uf enter-
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prisE's, but the poor tenants can go to the "damnation bow-wows," and 
the landlords may be sold out by the sherill', and who cares? 1 predict 
that Geo1·gia lands will be gobbled up at zero prices by great land 
owners, as once in England., and the farm owners can die in poverty be
fore the lawmaking power of the United States can care to investigate 
their present condition. 

Th E'y sent $10,000,000 to Tokyo, Japan, after a conflagration. The 
strong box of the Nation is packed full of the taxpaye1·s' money, and we 
in the northwest Georgia are, through no fault of our own, begging for 
the loan of a little money to secure food and clothing and enough help 
to start a crop in. 1927, with no attention or concern or pity or remem
brance that this delay will ruin the landlords after the tenants are 
obliged to go elsewhere to gPt relief. 

I have lived in Cherokee, Ga., nearly 74 years. I lived through ~e 
Civil War anu saw the poor o1d South in poverty, but the present con
dition is worse than that. :My dear Senator, will you allow me to tell 
them this true story? 

UeRpectfully, 
llEBE~CA LATIMER FELTON. 

DESIG~S FOR .AIRCRAFT 

Mr. BIXGUA.:.ll. I am directed by the Committee on l\lilitary 
Affairs to report back favorably without amendment the bill 
( S. G102) to amend the act entitled "An act to provide more 
(>ffectivt'ly for the national defense by increasing the efficiency 
of Air Corps of the AI·my of the United States, and for other 
purpo::.-:e:s," approved July 2, 1926. 

The bill is designed to correct an apparent en-or in the law 
regarding aviation which we passed last year. I ask unani
mous consent for its immediate co-nsideration. 

In the aircraft act of last year we created a design board 
to consist of three Assistant Secretaries, and we directed them 
to act upon designs for aircraft upon the recommendation of 
the aeronautic committee of experts. The Judge Advocates 
General of the Army and Navy, howeyer, have ruled that the 
law as it reads does not mean exactly what we intended it to 
mean. The bill is brief and has been drawn to correct that 
situation so as to make the language more ~pecific. 

1\Ir. HARRISON. Mr. President. I think I shall object to 
the immediate consideration o-f the bill, because this morning 
under the unanimous-consent agreement the tax reduction reso
lution comes up, and the bill just reported by the Senator from 
Connecticut might lead to some discu ·sion and occupy consid
erable time. 

l\lr. BINGHAM. If it shall lead to discussion, I shall with
draw it immediately. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I understand that the bill is 
merely intended to make clear the meaning of language that 
was incorporated in the law enacted last year? 

1\Ir. BINGHAM. The Senator from Arkansas is correct. 
Mr. ROBINSON of AI·kansas. And that by some construc

tion placed by the Judge Advocate General upon that law the 
purpose of the Congress is not to be effected without this pro
posed change? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is correct, Mr. President. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consid

eration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

1Vhole, proceeded to- consider the bill, which was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the second sentence of subdivision (r) of 
section 10 of the act entitled "An act to provide more effectively for 
the national defense by increasing the efficiency of the Air Corps of 
the Army of the United States, and for other purposes," approved July 
2, 102G, is amended so as to compose three sentences to read as follows : 

"Any individual, firm, or corporation may submit to the board for its 
action any design, whether patented or unpatented, for aircraft, aircr·aft 
parts, or aeronautical accessories. The board shall refer any design 
so submitted to the National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics for 
its recommendation. If and when the committee makes a favorable 
recommendation to the· board in respect of the design, the board shall 
then proceed to determine wbethE'r the use of the design by tbe Govern
ment is desirable or necessary and evaluate tbe design and fix its worth 
to tbe United States in an amount not to exceed $75,000." 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

OLAIMS OF THE SHOSHONE 'l'RIBE OF INDIANS 

Mr. KENDRICK. From the Committee on Indian Affairs I 
1·eport back without amendment the bill ( S. 5523) authorizing 
the Shoshone Tribe of Indians of the ~rind River Reservation 

in Wyoming to submit claims to the Court of Claims, and I 
submit a report (No. 1389) thereon. I ask unanimous consent 
that the report of the committee may be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the report was ordered to ue 
printed in the REoonD, as follows: 

[Calendar No. 1410; S. Rept. No. 1389; 69th Cong., 2d sess.] 

AUTHORIZI~G THE SHOSIIONE TlliBE OF IXDI.A.~S OF THE WIND RIVER 
RESERVATION I~ WYOli.UXG TO SUB:IHT CLAIMS TO THE COURT oF 
CLAIMS 

Mr. KENDRICK, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, submitted the 
following report to accompany S. 5323 : 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 5523) authorizing the Shoshone Tribe of Indians of the Wincl 
River Reservation in Wyoming to submit claims to the Court of Claims, 
having considered the same, report favorably thereon with the recom
mendation that the bill do pass without amendment. 

The bill is a redraft of S. 2301, which passed both Houses of Con
gress, but was vetoed by the PresidPnt on January 28 last, because of 
the provision therein for the payment of interest from the date ot 
origin of the claim. In his message the President stated should the 
item of interest be eliminated, he could see no reason why the bill 
should not be approved.' This bill was redrafted to correct the objec
tion of the President and is identical with S. 2301 except for tbe in
ter·est provision. 

The President's message, which is Senate Document No. 199, Sixty
ninth Congress, second session, is attached hereto and mad~ a part of 
thiti report. 

[S. Doc. No. 199, 69th Cong., 2d sess.] 

VE'.l'O MESSAGE RELATING TO THE ACT A'CTHORIZIYG THE SHOSHONE TRIBE 
OF IXDI.A:SS OF THE WIND RIVER RESERVATION IN WYOMING '1.'0 SUBMIT 
CLAIMS TO THE COlJRT OF CLAIMS 

Msssage from the President of the Unitetl States returning without 
app1·oval the bill (2301) authorizing the Shoshone Tribe of Indians 
of the Wind River Re. ervation in Wyoming to submit claims to the 
Colll't of Claims 

To the Senate: 
I am returning herewith Senate bill 2301, "An act authorizing the 

Shoshone Tribe of Indians of the Wind River Reservation in Wyoming 
to submit claims to the Court of Claims," without my approval. 

The Fort Bridger treaty of July 3, 1868 (15 Stat. 673), set aside a 
reservation for the Shoshone Indians and for such other tribes as the 
Shoshones · might "admit amongst them," but also provided that no 
cession of any portion of the reseiTation should be valid unless a treaty 
for the purpose should be signed by a majority of the male adult 
Indians of the Shoshone Tribe. Afterwards the northern band of 
Arapaho Indians were located on the Shoshone Reservation. 

The Shoshone Indians claim that a majority of the male adult Sho
shones did not sign a treaty agreeing to the cession to the Arapahoes 
of a portion of the reservation; that the consent, if any, given by the 
Shoshones to the location of the Arapahoes on the reservation was for 
temporary occupancy only ; and tbat the Shoshones have from time to 
time asserted that they should be compensated for the land occupied 
by the Arapahoes. 

It might be fair to say that these contentions may be disposed of, it 
seems to me, by the fact that in 18fl6 and 1004 reservation lands were 
ceded by agreements signed by both the Shoshones and the Arapahoes 
which provided that the moneys received therefor should be divided 
between the Shoshones and the Arapahoes. Congress ratified these 
af,t.'eements and they were carried into effect. Still, this objertion might 
not be fatal. 

But aside from the question of the merit of the claim the enrol1ed 
bill is objectionable because of the provision for the payment of interest 
from the date of origin of the claim. It bad never been Government 
policy, prior to the Crow Iniliun jurisdictional act of July 3, 1926, -to 
provide for the payment of interest from the date of origin of a claim. 
I am now satisfied that further dcparttll'e from our former policy would 
be unjustified. It seems to me unreasonable to expect that the Govern
ment should be charged with interest from the dates of origin of such 
ancient claims. The amount of the interest under the enrolled bill is 
several times greatPr than the amount of the principal. Such an 
interest policy would inevitably mean that issues supposed to have been 
placed in the way of fair determination by jurisdictional acts of the 
past will come forward again for additional interes t settlements far 
exceeding the amounts of the original claims. Should the item of 
interest be eliminated, I can now see no reason why the bill should not 
be approved. But if interest is to be allowed on this claim it will cer
tainly result in an effort to reopen an endless number of claims wllich 
have aJready been settled. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 
TH.I!l WHITE HOUSE, Januarv 28, 191!:1. 

I 
,/ 
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[S. 2301, Sixty-ninth Congress of the United States of America: At 
the second session, begun and held at tbe city of Washington on 
Monday, the 6th day of December, 1926.] 

An act authorizing the Shoshone Tribe of Indians of the Wind River 
Reservation in Wyoming to submit claims to the Court of Claims 

Be it enaoted, eto., That jurisdiction be, and is hereby, conferred upon 
the Court of Claims, with right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States by either party, notwithstanding the lapse of time or 
statutes of limitation, to hear, examine, adjudicate, and render judg
ment -jn any and all legal and equitable claims which the Shoshone 
Tribe of Indians of the Wind River Reservation in the State of Wyo
ming may have against the United States arising under or growing out 
of the treaty of July 3, 1868 (15 Stat. p. 673), or arising under or 
growing out of any subsequent treaty or agreement between said Sho
shone Tribe of Indians and the United States or any subsequt>nt act of 
Congress affecting said tribe, which claims have not heretofore been 
determined and adjudicated upon their merits by the Court of Claims 
or the Supreme Court of the United States. 

SEC. 2. The claims of said tribe shall be presented by petition, sub
ject, however, to amendment at any time. - The ~;uit tmd_er this act 
shall be instituted or petition filed in the Court of Claims within three · 
years from the date of approval of this act. Such suit shall make the 
Shoshone Tribe of Indians of the Wind River Reservation in Wyoming 
party plaintitl' and the United States party defendant. The petition 
shall be verified upon information and belief by the attorney or attor-· 
neys employed by said tribe to prosecute said claims under contract 
approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of 
the Interior. Letters, papers, documents! and public records, or certified 
copies thereof, bearing upon the claims presented, may be used in evi
dence, and the departments of Government shall give the attorney of 
said u·ibe access to any such letters, papers, documents, or public rec
ords, and shall furnish certified copies of such thereof as may be deemed 
material. 

SEC. 3. In said suit the court shall also hear, examine, and adjudicate 
any claims which the United States may have against said tribe, bot 
any payment including gratuities which the United States may have 
made to said tribe shall not operate as an estoppel, but may be pleaded 
as an offset in such suit: Provided, hotcever, That the United States 
may interpose to such suit or action any and all pleas of defense, 
affirmative and negative, legal and equitable, which it may have thereto 
not herein specifically barred by the provisions of this act. 

SEC. 4. If it be determined by the court that the United States, in 
violation of the terms and provisions of any law, treaty, or agreement, 
has appropriated or disposed of any lands, money, or other property 
belonging to the Indians, damages therefor shall be confined to the 
value of the money, lands, or other property at the time of such ap
propriation or disposal, together with interest thereon at 5 per cent 
per annum from the date thereof; and with reference to all claims 
which may be the subject matter of the suits herein authorized, the 
decree of the court shall be in full settlement of all damages, if any, 
committed by the Government of the United States and shall annul 
and cancel all claim, right, and title of the said Shoshone Indians 
in and to such money, lands, or other property. -

SEc. 5. Upon final determination of such suit or suits the Court of 
Claims shall have jurisdiction to fix and determine a reasonable fee, 
not to exceed 10 per cent of the recovery, together with all necessary 
and proper expenses incurred in preparation and prosecution of the 
suit, to be paid to the attorneys employed by said Shoshone Tribe of 
Indians, and the same shall be included in the decree and shall be 
paid out of any sum or sums found to be due said tribe. 

SEC. 6. The Court of Claims shall have full authority by proper 
orders and process to bring in and make parties to snid suit any or all 
persons deemed by it necessary or proper to the final determination 
of the matters in controversy. 

SEc. 7. A. copy of the petition in such suit shall be served upon the 
.Attorney General of the United States, and he, or some attorney from 
the Department of Justice to be designated by him, is hereby directed 
to appear and defend the interests of the United States. 

SEC. 8. All amounts which may be found due and recovered for said 
tribe under the provisions of this act, less attorne~rs' fees and expenses, 
shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United States to the credit 
of said tribe and shall draw interest at the rate of 4 per cent per 
annum from the date of the judgment or decree. 

NICHOLAS LONGWORTH, 

Speaker of the House of Representati·ves. 
CHARLES G. DAWES, 

Vice P1·es ident of the United States and 
P1·esiden.t of the Senate. 

REPORTS OF COlfMITTEES 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on the District of Colum
bia, to whic:h was referred the bill ( S. 5213) for the relief of 
the Lucy Webb Hayes National Training School for Deacon
esses and Missionaries, reported it without amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 1390) thereon. 

Mr. LENROOT, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 13481) au
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to accept title for post
office site at Olyphant, Pa., with mineral rese1·vations, reported 
it without amendment and submitted a rep'ort (No. 1391) 
thereon. 

Mr. ODDIE, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, to which were referred the following bills reported 
them each without amendment and submitted report~ thereon: 

A bill { S. 4530) amending sections 11 and 21 of the Federal 
highway act, approyed November 9, 1921, amending paragraph 
4, section 4, of the act entitled "An act making appropriations 
for the Post Office Departmf?nt for the fiscal rear ending June 
30, 1923, and for other purposes," prescribing limitations on 
the payment of Federal ftmds in the construction of highwa~·s, 
and for other pm·poses (Rept. No. 1392) ; and 

A bill (S. 4602) to amend the act entitled "An act to pro
vide that the United States shall aid the States in the con
struction of rural post roads, and for other vurposes," ap
proved July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented, and for 
other purposes ( Rept. No. 13lJ3). 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, re~d the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. GEORGE: 
A bill (S. 5582) for the taking of testimony in actions at 

common law and in equity in the United States courts· to tile 
Committee on the Judiciary. ' 

A bill ( S. 5583) to authorize the reappointment of Geor~e 
Edwin Penton as second lieutenant in the United States Army· 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ' 

By Mr. LENROOT : 
A bill (S. 5584) for the relief of the :Milwaukee Tanning & 

Clothing Co., a corporation ; to the Committee on Finance. 
By Mr. GLASS: 
A bill ( S. 5585) to extend the time for construction of a 

bridge across the southern branch of the Elizabeth River near 
the cities of Norfolk and Port mouth, in the county of N~rfolk 
State of Virginia; to the Committee on Commerce. ' 

A bill ( S. 5586) for the relief of Carl Halla · to the Committee 
on Claims. ' 

By Mr. CAPPER: 
A bill (S. 5587) granting an increase of pension to Emily 

Browning (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GOFF: 
A bill (S. 5588) granting the consent of Congress to the Big 

Sandy & Cumberland Railroad Co. to construct and maintain 
and operate a bridge across the Tug Fork of Big Sandy River 
at Devon, Mingo County, W. Ya.; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By l\Ir. NEELY: 
A bill (S. 5589) to authorize a reward for the discovery of a 

successful cure for cancer, and to create a commission to inquire 
into and ascertain the success of such cure; to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. · 

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 
A bill ( S. 5590) for the relief of George H. Koerner ; to the 

Committee on Naval Affairs. 
A bill ( S. 5591) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 

Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By l\Ir. McKELLAR: 
A bill ( S. 5592) to provide for cooperation by the Smithsonian 

Institution with State, educational, and scientific organizations 
in the United States for continuing ethnological researches on 
the American Indians ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill ( S. 5593) for the relief of Walte1· W. Price; to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRUCE: 
A bill ( S. 5594) granting six months' pay to Maria J. l\Ic

Shane (with an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

A bill ( S. 5595) relating to assuring compensation for acci
dental iJ.1juries or death of employees in certain occupations in 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. GERRY (for Mr. UNDERWOOD): 
A bill (S. 5596) granting the consent of Congress to Dauphin 

Island Railway & Harbor Co., its successors and assign~. to 
construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge and ap
proaches thereto and/or a toll bridge across the water between 
the mainland at or near Cedar Point and Dauphin Islaud; to 
the Committee on Commerce. 
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AME"NDMENTS TO SECO~D DEFIOIE.a.~CY .APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. PIDPPS submitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to· the second deficiency appropriation bill for the 
fi. cal year 1927, which was refern~d to the Committee on Appro
priations and ordered to be printed, as follows : 

At the proper place in the bl11 insert: 
" For development of oil shale, including mining and transportation 

of shale, operation, repairs, and alteration of plant, the maintenance 
and repair of necessary camp buildings and appurtenances thereto, and 
the operation aDll maintenance of experimental refinery, and for all 
necessary expenses incident thereto, including clerical and technical 
assi tance, $75,000, of which amount not to exceed $7,500 may be 
expended for personal services in the District of Columbia." 

.l\lr. WILLIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro
po"sed by him to the second deficiency appropriation bill for the 
fiscal-year 1927, which was refer1·ed to the Committee on Appl'o
priations and ordered to be printed, as follows: 

At the proper place in the bill insert : 
"Not to exceed $4,000 for the purchase of a picture of the late Presi

dent Warren G. Harding for the White House, selection to be made 
under the direction of the Library Committees of the Senate and House 
and with the approval of the Fine .Arts Commission." 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by 1\Ir. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to each of the following bills : 

H. R. 4502. An act declaring pistols, revolvers, and other fire
arms capable of being concealed on the person nonmailable, and 
providing penalty ; and 

H. R. 7776. An act for the reimbm·sement of. Emma Pulliam. 
The message also announced that the House had agreed to 

the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 16462) making appro
priations to supply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, and prior :fiscal years, 
and to provide urgent supplemental appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1927, and for other purposes; that the 
House had receded from its disagreement to the amendments of 
the Senate to the said bill Nos. 4 and 7 and concurred therein; 
that the House bad insisted on its disagreement to the amend· 
ments of the Senate Nos. 8, 9, and 10, requested a further con
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes o{ the two 
Houses thereon, and that 1\.Ir. WooD, :Mr. CRAMTON, and Mr. 
BYRNS were appointed managers on the part of the House at the 
further conference. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED 

The message further announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the following enrolled bills and joint resolu
tions, and they were thereupon signed by the Vice Pl·esident: 

H. R. 29-9-4. An act for the relief of Han-y J. Dabel ; 
ll. R. 5085. An act to remove the charge of desertion from 

and. correct the naval record of Louis Nemec, otherwise known 
as Louis Nemeck; 

H. R. 5243. An act to promo-te the mining of potash on the 
public domain ; 

H. R. 5-186. An act for the relief of Levi Wright ; 
H. R. 7849. An act for the relief of Ella Miller ; 
H. R. 8023. An act for the relief of Sheffield Co., a corpora

tion of Americus, Ga. ; 
H. R. 9919. An act for the relief of Stanton & Jones ; 
H. R. 10082. An act to- permit construction, maintenance, and 

use of certain pipe lines for petroleum and its products; 
H. R. 10901. An act to authorize the incorporated town of 

Wrangell, Alaska, to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding 
$50,000 for the purpose of constructing and equipping a public
schoo-l building in the town of Wrangell, Alaska; · 

H. R.11139. An act for the relief of Celestina Mateos; 
H. R. 11586. An act for the relief of Fannie B. Armstrong ; 
H. R.11259. An act to reimburse or compensate James E. 

Parker for money, clothing, and other property misplaced or 
appropriated by United States authorities during the World 
War; 

H. R. 12109. An act to- amend section 115b of subchapter 3 of 
chapter 1 of the District of Columbia Code; 

H. R. 12.110. An act to amend section 1135, chapter 31, of the 
Dish·ict of Columbia Code; 

H. R.12952. An act to authorize the village of Decatur, in 
the State of Nebraska, to construct a bridge across the Missouri 
IUver between the States of Nebraska and Iowa; 

H. R. 13451. An act to increase the pensions of certain maimed 
veterans who have lost limbs or have been totally disabled in 
the same, in line of duty, in the military or naval service of 
the United States; and to amend section 4788 of the Revised 

Statutes of the United States by increasing the rates therein 
for artificial limbs; 

H. R. 134G3. An act to amend the act providing additional aid 
for the American Printing House for the Blind ; 

H. R.14250. An act to authorize 1·eimposition and extension 
of the ti·ust period on lands held for the use and benefit of t11e 
Capitan Grande Band .of Indians in California; . 
. II. J. Res. 53. Joint resolution to amend an act entitled "An 
act gt·anting pensions and increase of pensions to certain sol
diers and sailors of the Civil ·war, and certain widows and de
pendent children of soldiers and sailors of said war," approved 
December 23, 1924 ; and 

H. J. Res.100. Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of 
War to expend not to exceed $12{),000 for the protection of 
Government property adjacent to Lowell Creek, Alaska. 

GROWTH OF COTTON I~ TEXAS 

l\Ir. MAYFIELD. l\Ir. President, for two or three years the 
Dallas News, one of the greatest newspapers published in the 
United States, bas been conducting a campaign under the slogan 
" .l\lore cotton on fewer acres," which has been directly in 
charge of Victor H. Schoffelmayer, agricultural editor of this 
great paper. It is proposed to bring about a more intensive 
cultivation of cotton and thereby reduce the cost of production 
and at the same time release land that had been planted t~ 
cotton, so that the released land can be planted to feed stuff. 

Selling cotton for 11 to 12 cents a pound requires a minimum 
yield of one bale an acre. The South's average per acre yield 
of cotton for 10 years is 165 pounds, or a fourth of a bale, 
which manifestly is far below the yield required to pay cost of 
production, which averages about 18 to 20 cents a pound. 
Higher yields per acre are essential to larger profits. There is 
no · danger of increasing production along this line, becau::~e 
intensive farming means reduced acreage and larger yields to 
make greater profits. 

Tl).e Dallas News, through .l\lr. Schoffelmayer, made a most 
accurate investigation into the cost of the production of cotton 
and found that it cost an average of 18 cents per pound to 
produce cotton in the State of Texas. Accordingly the News 
offered a very attractiv:e prize to the lady who could produce 
the most cotton on 1 acre of land at the least possible cost, 
and a most attractive prize to the gentleman who could produce 
the most co-tton on 5 acres of land at the least cost. 

·In the gallery of the Senate at this moment is 1\Iiss Elga 
Daniels, o~ Nacogdoches, Tex., who won the first prize in the 
contest for ladies. She produced two and one-half bales of cot
ton on 1 acre of land at a cost of 6 cents per pound. By her 
side sits Mr. Mont Adams, of Tyler, Tex., my old home, who won 
the first prize in the contest ~or gentlemen. 1\Ir. Adams pro
duced 16 bales of cotton on 5 acres of land at a cost of 5 cents 
per pound. 

1\Ir. President, these accomplishments show that the cost. of 
producing this great staple crop of the South can be greatly 
reduced when the plan gf intensive cultivation is applied. Texas 
is proud of Miss Daniels and l\lr. Adams. I considered it a 
great honor to pay them the recognition to which they are 
entitled. 

TAX REDUCTION 

The VICE PRESIDE.J..'lT. Morning business is closed. The 
Ohair lays before the Senate Senate Resolution 366, which will 
be read by the clerk. . 

'J'he Chief Clerk read the resolution ( S. Res. 366) submitted 
by Mr. HARRISON January 28, 1927, as follows: 

Resol'l.•ed, That it is the sense of the Senate that permanent tax legis
lation should be enacted during the present session of . the Congress 
providing for tax reduction sufficient to absorb the surplus in the 
Treasury resulting from revenue received under the tax laws now in 
force. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. GILLETT rose. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I wish to offer an amendment 

to the joint resolution, a copy of which I have only just now 
before me. I understand the Senator from 1\Iassachusetts de
sires to address the Senate on the resolution. If he wishes to 
speak now, I will prepare my amendment while he is doing so. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words on 
this resolution. It seems to me it is a palpable and barefaced 
attempt on the part of the Senator from Mississippi to transfer 
to himself and his party associates some of the popularity 
which has accrued to the present administration by the tax 
reductions which it has been able to effectuate. Those tax 
reductions were brought about by stringent economies, and yet 
we h~xe never heard of any praise of those economies from 
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those who now advocate the pending resolution, although such I patriot to wish-to have larger taxes imposed; but it might 
economies were the only means by which the tax reductions be a mitigating circumstance in his mind if that hould become 
became possible. necessai'Y just before a national election when his political 

Of course the suO'gestion contained in the resolution is not opponents are in power. It is possible if the program proposed 
e1 en orio-in~l here. "'The very same gesture was made in the by this resolution should be followed that we would be faced 
House of Representatives by the ranking minority member of with that necessity, and, therefore, it is not safe, and it is 
the Ways and :Means Committee there. It was made strenu- not wise, in my opinion, until we know what the permanent 
ously and vigorously, but it failed there, which was the only eff~t of _the present. tax law shall be, ~o try to reduce taxes 
place where it could have an:r effect. Therefore, we all now ~gam, w1th a certa~ty_ t_hat when busmess recedes and the 
know that it here is merely a gesture. mcome from taxes dinnmshes we shall have to enact a law 

E1en if we unanimously favored it, it would not be possible providing permanent tax increases. 
to enact a general tax reduction bill at this time, with the It is not as if we were wasting the money. The surplus 
calendar crowded and only a few days remaining of the life which we are now accumulating is being applied to the reduc
of this Congress. But even if it were possible, in my opinion, tion of our national debt, the interest on which is the largeHt 
it would not be wise. For the economy which the administra- item of our national expenditures, and, therefore. the decrease 
tion has practiced it has deserved the most praise, because it of the debt is of itself equivalent to a reduction of taxes and is 
requires courage and wisdom to effect economy. something which benefits tlle people. · 

A distinguished English statesman once said, "If you want So, in my opinion, :Mr. President, it is not safe at the present 
to raise a certain cheer in the House of Commons make a time to reduce taxes further. At any rate, it is impossible 
panegyric on economy; if you want to bring about sure defeat that the resolution should accomplish anything; it is a mere 
propose a particolar ~aving." That is just as true here as ge!'ture, and. therefore. should not be adopted. 
it is in England. Wllile everybody can praise economy, partic- ~ Mr. BRUCE. Mr. Pl·esident, if I thought the pending resolu
ular saving nearly alw~ys treads on son;ebody's toes an~ caus~s tion was a mere empty flourish, a mere insincere party maneu
unpopularity. So I think that the achievement for which this '"er, I should not give it my support. The Members of the 
administration deserves the greatest praise and the greatest Senate know that e'"er since I took my seat here I have been 
credit is that for years it has instigated and insisted upon one of the most consistent and one of the firmest upholders of 
particular saving at the cost in some quarters of unpopularity. what has commonly come to be called the .Mellon plan of income 
As a result of that accomplishment it has been able to bring taxation. That plan was finally perfected and carried into 
about tax reduction. Now our opponents, who never favored effect, and, now that it has resulted in a large surplus, just as 
the particular saving, wish to gather for themselves its fruits. Mr. Mellon always anticipated that it would, with the applica-

I served for some years with a Member of the other House tion of proper principles of income taxation to our revenues, I 
who said that his political prog1·am-I do not know whether he think that the surplus ought to go to the taxpayers of the 
was humorous or whether he was sincere, but I suspect a mix- country, and first of all to the corporation taxpayers of the 
ture of both-was to vote against every tax and m favor of country. Everybody admits that the incidence of income taxa
erery appropriation. tion falls too severely upon them; and I myself, as is doubtless 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator if true of every Memher of this body, have received numbers of 
he was not a Republican? communications from corporations throughout the United States 

1\Ir. GILLETT. He was. [Laughter.] expres 'ing the hope that we would at this session of Congress 
l\11'. HARRISON. Yes. . . give them the relief to which they are justly entitled. 
~Ir. GILLETT. That was long before the present admmis- It is not the Democrats who are engaged in party maneuver

tration, and there are Members on both ~ides now who, ~udging ing, in making a pai·ty gesture, in fighting for prospective party 
from their votes, are actua.te~ by that In;tpulse. The difficulty advantage; it is the Republicans. The President _himself has 
is to find men who are wlllmg to practice economy and who recommended that there should be a rebate or refund of income 
are not merely seeking the popular fruits of economy. taxation this year. There seemed to be no article of his pro-

The reason, in my mind, why we ought not t? ~ry to adopt gram upon which be- was more bent; and yet here we have the 
the pending resolution, an~ why we ought n?t, If It were pos- suggestion that no Republican, at least in this body, should give 
sible, to pass a tax-reduction measur~ now, IS that we. do not his support to the resolution of the Senator from Mississippi 
know whether the pres~nt surplus IS permanent or IS tern- [Mr. HARRISON]. 
porary. ~e have for thi~ year a large surplus, but what the The motive back of that is perfectly obvious. The Republi
surplus will be next year, 1f any, no~ody can foretell. Less ~an cans in this body are simply hoarding campaign material for 
a year ago we enacted a tax reduction law, the result of whiC_h the presidential campaign of 1928; that is all. Whether this 
nobody c~n as yet. meas~re. From ~ppeara~ces up. to date It country maintains its present prosperity or experiences adver
look~ as If t.h~ policy !''hich the admimstratw?, ag~mst Demo- sity in the interim, when the time comes there will be a pro
crane oppo~t~on, so vigorously ~u~po~ted, of reduc~g. th.e ~ur- posal made by the Republicans in this House or in the other 
taxes, was bomg to fulfill the p~ediction of. the admimstrahon, House to reduce income taxation so as to get the benefit of the 
and. that. as so often happe~s m the le~ng of taxes, by re- reduction in the ensuing presidential campaign. In my opinion, 
du~g them, t~e revenue denv~d would be mcreased. :Whether they would not be justly entitled to such benefit. The people 
the ~ax-reduc~wn _measure which. ~as last enacted Will .go. as of this country should have a reduction in taxation, especially 
far m that _d~recti<?n, as _was anticipated, n?body can predict, as to the smaller corporations, and they should have it now, 
but the admi~Is~r~tion believ~d th~t by reducmg. tax~s we would when no suspicion that the reduction was being made simply 
~1ot gre~tly drmimsh; and nnght mcrease, the returns. ?Y caus- for political or campaign purposes could attach to the reduc
mg cap~tal to. be withdrawn from tax-exempt ~ecunti.es, an!l tion. and as for the idea that the time is too short within 
thus st.Imulating the channels. of trade _and mcreasmg the whidh to O'ive this relief, I, for one, do not thinl.: that it is 
prospenty of the country and ItS taxable mcome. . t able b 

-we have be~ for. a year. at the very peak of p;·ospenty .. .-~e e~ver~one knows that the general principles of income taxa
a!! l_lope that It ~Ill contt~me, and the Sen~t?r fr~m l\1Issis- tion have been exhaustively discussed in both Houses of Con-
SIPPI pays a Cei'tam compliment to the admimstrabon by as- T" . . b ta ti'al difference of opinion left with 

. th t 't . . t t' f other· year I trust gress. uere IS no su s n 
~um1_ng a I . IS gomg o. con mue or an ·. respect to those principles ; so, if there is any real inclination 
~t will, but! at the sa_rne tim~, we all. know th~t busmess has u on the art of the Republicans in the House and in the 
Its fluctuations; that It runs m cycles, that there can not be a P P. of th' countr a reduction of taxa-
continuous increase in prosperity for finally production over- Senate to- give the p~ople 18 . Y . . . d 

· · ' · · · tion at the present tune, they could w1th our aid give It, an 
takes consump~10n, and there 1s a re~ctwn. T~at condition may bill ld b f . d pro iding for reduction and be put 
come at any time. It may come thiS year; It may come next a cou e rame v n in the time that is left to . 
year; nobody can foretell when it will come. We can only tell, through ~he House and the Se ate 
judging by the past, that it is inevitable that it shall come at us to legislate. . . . . 
some time Therefore when we have a tax bill on the statute I trust that I have some httle reputation in this body f?r 
books whi~h has redu~ed the taxes and which has not as yet sincerity of conviction and purpose; and I hoi?e nobod~ Will 

been in effect a year it is reckless .to assume that present believe that I am being influenced by mere pa:ttsan co~sidera
prosperity is going to' continue for two years, and, therefore, tions or secondary considerat~ons. of any sort m espousing the 
it would be improvident and unwise to pass as the pending cause of tax reduction at this . time. But I, for one, am not 
resolution contemplates a permanent tax reduction law, be- willing, when we are ready w1th th_e concurrence of the R~
cause of course if we should do that and a reaction should publicans presently to reduce taxatwn, .to forego the cr~it 
come next year, there would be only one remedy and that that would justl;y attach to both R~pubhcans and Democrats 
would be to impose greater taxes immediately. I know the ~ such. a r~ductwn wer~ effected s1mply beca~se .the Rep~b
Senator from Mississ~ppi would not wish-be is too good a hcans m thiS body and m the House are desuous of havmg 
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another string to their campaign bow, so to speak, when 1928 
comes. 

Another thing I say, though with great respect to President 
Coolidge: The idea of his being robbed of any credit in con
nection with taxation is, in my judgment, a far-fetched idea. 
Personally, I could not conceive of a smaller form of petty 
larceny than that of robbing the President of any credit for 
the present system of income taxation which he helped so 
little to devise. We all know that recently he has scarcely 
made a recommendation of any kind to this body that has been 
accepted by his fellow Republicans here. Again and again, 
no more attention has been paid to his suggestions than if be 
had not been clothed with the power and dignity of his office 
at all. It seems to me that it is a commoner thing for his 
party associates in this body to disregard his recommendations 
than to heed them; and if he can derive any solace from that 
fact it must be in keeping with the famous lines that were 
once used about Charles II. 
. You recollect that somebody-I think it was the Earl of 

Rochestei·-wrote-
Here lies our sovereign lord the king, 

Whose word no man relies on ; 
He never says a foolish thing 

Nor ever does a wise one. 

When these lines were reported to Charles II he wittily said, 
"That is true, because my words are my own and my acts are 
my ministers." So I do not see any escape for the President 
except to say that he has given wise verbal counsel, but that 
his Republican associates in this body have not seen fit to pay 
any attention to them, and, therefore, that the responsibility 
for much legislation that deserves criticism should attach en
tirely to them and not to him. 

When we come to nominate a candidate for the Presidency, 
if I may make any reference at all to partisan considerations, 
we do not propose to be imposed on by any spurious, artificial 
credit that the Republicans may claim for themselves in har
mony with -the remarks that have just been made by the Sena
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLErT]. I, for one, most sin
cerely trust, as a Member of this body, as a citizen, as a tax
payer, as an individual who thinks that in dealing with ques
tions of this kind party considerations should be altogether 
eschewed, that this resolution may meet with the approval of 
the Senate. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, in the message submitted 
by the President upon the convening of Congress last Decem
ber, the President expressed his views in regard to a tax reduc
tion. Be states in that message that he does not believe that 
a permanent change in the nature of a reduction should be 
brought about, but that legislation should be enacted which 
would provide for temporary relief. I read on page 3, where 
the President states: 

As I do not think any change in the special taxes or any permanent 
reduction is practical, I therefore urge both parties of the House Ways 
and Means Committee to agree on a bill granting the temporary relief 
which I have indicated. Such a reduction would directly affect millions 
of taxpayers, release large sums · for investment in new enterprise, 
stimulating industrial production and agricultural consumption, and 
indirectly benefiting every family in the whole country. 

The Chief Executive in this message gave expression to his 
views as to the method which he would have in bringing about 
a tax reduction, due to the large surplus which had been ac
cumulated. The resolution pending before the Senate gives 
each Senator in this body an opportunity to express his views 
and the views of the Senate upon the question of tax reduction. 
There is no question but that the situation which has arisen, 
due to the accumulation of a large surplus, justifies some de
gree of relief to the taxpayers of this country. The question 
involved, however, is the method which shall be followed and 
adopted. 

I think the Senate should go on record 'aS favoring a tax 
reduction. Under the Constitution, of course, all revenue bills 
have to originate in the House. The people of this country, both 
the large and the small taxpayers, I think, feel that the cir
cumstances are such that we may bring about some tax reduc
tion. For the Senate to say, "We will not pass a resolution 
of this character," would indicate that we are unwilling to- ex
press ourselves upon the subject. 

The argument has been made here that we may enact a law 
bringing about reductions and as a result there may be a deficit. 
The same argument was made when we were considering the 
tax bill in 1926. Well do I remember, when it was proposed 
by the ranking Democratic member [Mr. SIMMONS] of the 
Finance Committee that the schedules of the so-called Mellon 

plan, which had been submitted to Congress and passed almost 
in its original form by the House, could be reduced, that a 
hue and cry went up from the administration )and from the 
Secretary of the Treasury that if the reductions ' that were pro
posed in the amendments which were then being offered by 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS] should be
come the law there would be a deficit, and we would not have 
sufficient funds with which to run the Government. 

A majority of the Senate, however, were not deterred by 
thr~at~ or predictions of this character. We proceedeu, and a 
maJonty of the Senate reduced the schedule of rates in the 
main which were contained in the Bouse bill ; and even under 
those reduced rates we have accumulated something like three 
hundred and eighty-odd millions of surplus. So I do not think 
we should be deterred by a little intimation or a forecast that 
if we make a tax reduction we are going to have a deficit and 
bring about a deplorable condition in this country. 

When we revised the tax bill in 1924, I believe, we heard a 
similar argument. When it was proposed in 1924 that we 
should increase the exemption to th.e head of a family to $2,500, 
and that we should reduce proportionately the levy upon those 
of moderate incomes--say incomes running from five to fifty 
thousand dollars-it was suggested that if we made any such 
reductions as that we were absolutely going to force a deficit 
and that the Treasury would not have sufficient funds to meet 
the necessa1·y expenses of the Government. 

Not heeding that kind of threats and warnings, however a 
majority of the Congress went ahead and made those red~c
tions, and following up the act of 1924 we found we could make 
reductions again in 1926. 

All of the past experiences we have had in dealing with the 
tax question would indicate that we have a condition now 
which will justify a substantial tax reduction; and if that is 
true, why should not Congress act? Why should there not 
be introduced in the House, that being the body in which 
revenue bills must originate, and why should that body not pass 
and send to the Senate a tax bill bringing about a substantial 
reduction? 

I am heartily in favor of the Senate passing this resolution 
and going on record in favor of a substantial tax reduction. 
When this session shall come to an end Oongress will not con
vene again, unless we happen to have an extra session of Con
gress, until next December, and then practically nothing will be 
done before the holidays. Then there will be talk about tax 
reduction in January, 1928, and along in January and February 
1928, we will be met with the very argument that has bee~ 
made now, that if we pass tax reduction legislation at that 
time and have it reach back to 1927 it will be retroactive, and 
that in its retroactive effect money will be refunded to cor
porations and to other taxpayers who have reimbursed them
selves for the money they paid in the way of taxes, and that 
therefore we would not reach back to the person who had really 
contributed the tax in the first instance. We would be ·con
fronted with that very argument in -1928. 

There is some merit, of course, in the argument. A great 
many of our taxes are imposed upon corporations, such as the 
automobile tax and other taxes. They, of course, pass the taxes 
on to the purchasers of the articles or the commodities in which 
they deal, and if we pass an act in 1928, which would apply to 
1927, the inevitable result would be that a great many taxpay
ers would be relieved of a tax which theJt had already levied 
and collected from the purchaser of the article or the commod
ity which they were disposing of, and that would run through a 
great many different lines of industry. So we would be con
fronted with that situation. 

I believe that with the surplus we have on hand, and consid
ering how the taxpayers of this country have been burdened 
with taxes from the war down to the present time, if we could 
possibly do so, we should afford them some relief. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, we are confronted with this 
resolution stating it as the sense of the Senate that there should 
be an immediate reduction in taxation, when it is absolutely 
known by everybody that it would be a physical impossibility 
to pass through both Houses of Congress a tax reduction bill in 
the closing hours of this session. No one will contend other
wise for a moment, for everybody knows that a tax reduction 
bill, which, under the Constitution, must originate in the House 
of Representatives, and over which the Senate has no jurisdic
tion until it has passed the House of Representatives, could 
not possibly become a law at this session. 

If there were any merit in the expression of the opinion of 
the Senate, it ought to have been given at the beginning of the 
session. It could bring no results now. It is a physical impos
sibility for it to bring any, and regardless of its merit, regard
less of the controversy as to whether we ought to redur:e taxes 
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or not, we are asked to express our opinion at a time when it 
could. have no possible effect upon anybody. 

I did not agree with the policy of President Coolidge that was 
enunciated in his message to Congress, or the one he announced 
to tlle people through the newspapers some time ago, as to his 
method of reduction. He proposed to reduce taxes by a method 
of refunding. To my mind, that is perfectly illogical and con
trary to good business principles, and I myself can not see how 
any business man in the administration of the ordinary busi
ness affairs of life could have followed such a course. 

We are presented. here with this condition, that under existing 
law a surplus bas been brought about through the collection 
of taxes. If a business man were in debt, and found at the 
close of the year that be had made more money than he had ex
pected to make, and had a surplus on hand, he would not hesi
tate a moment to apply that surplus upon his indebtedness, and 
thus reduce not only the principal but the interest as well. 

It has been said here on both sides of the Chamber that this 
is a matter of politics. I am not questioning the motive of any
one. I am not suggesting the idea that it would be improper 
for the Senate to express its opinion even now, although the 
result of such expression could bring nothing in the way of 
legislation at this late date. 

I have never been bothered very much about a surplus. It 
bas seemed to me that it was not a bad thing to have a surplus 
when we are so deeply in debt, and if we have collected several 
hundred millions dollars more in the way of taxation than we 
need to operate the Government, we can easily apply the sur
plus upon the redemption of Liberty bonds, an indebtedness 
which sooner or later the people of this country must meet by 
taxation. 

1\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
l\Ir. NORRIS. I yield. 
1\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. I suppose it is agreed upon all hands 

that it is easier to deal with a surplus than it is to deal with a 
deficit. I fully agree with the sentiments expressed by the 
Senator from Nebraska. We can easily handle a surplus. 

1\Ir. NORRIS. I thank the Senator. No one can tell in 
advance when we enact a tax bill whether we are going to have 
a surplus or a deficit, at least if we are trying to steer near the 
line. It depends upon the condition of the country. 

I am not opposed to a tax reduction bill if one can be enacted 
in the regular way. There are some taxes-nuisance taxes, for 
instance--which I think we ought to eliminate, and I would be 
glad to have an opportunity to join in doing that. But such a 
plan is not going to be presented at this session, and everybody 
knows that. 

After all it is not a serious thing that we have this surplus. 
It is much better than if we had a deficit. We can apply the 
surplus upon the payment of a debt which must be paid through 
taxation, and, as I was about to say when I was interrupted, I 
believe, and always have believed, that when we are enacting a 
tax uill we should rather steer toward a surplus than toward a 
deficit. A deficit would be a serious thing to the people of the 
country. A surplus could be used in reducing the debt to-day 
that we will have to pay some time in the future. 

We are not going to get rid of objectionable taxation during 
the lifetime of any man now in this Chamber. Our children 
and our grandchildren will be compelled to toil to pay the 
interest and the principal of the Liberty bonds, which represent 
a debt we incurred .in carrying on the war. It seems to me we 
,,·ould better pay as large a part of that debt as possible, as a 
matter of business while we have the ability to do so. 

If hard times should come, if depression should come, then the 
burden of taxation would rest more heavily upon the shoulders 
of the American people than it does now. It seems to me that if 
we are going to express any opinion now about this surplus 
which has accumulated in the Treasury it ought to be one that 
is practical. 

I have no sympathy with the political party that will try to 
make political capital out of this matter, either now or in the 
future. I do not intend to be a party to such controversy. I 
think we ought to consider the question as a business man 
would consider the ordinary affairs of business life, that we 
ought to apply the same principles of business in these financial 
matters of our Government that we apply in our private busi
ness; that we ought to pay our debts just as soon as we can, 
and if we have some money for which we have no other use the 
first thing we ought to do would be to apply it upon the national 
debt. 

Various plans for the use of this surplus were given publicity 
about the time Congress convened last December, and it seemed 
to me that as a matter of business none of the plans hit the 
mark where a business man would have hit it, that at least we 
ought to apply the surplus we had upon what we owe, and thus 

reduce the burden that will come upon posterity in the payment 
both of interest and of principal. 

If time would relieve us of the payment of this debt, that 
argument would not be good, but everybody knows that as time 
goes on, although the interest is small and would be smaller on 
tl?-e various renewals, it is piling up every day, it is piling up 
mght and day, Stmday and week day. The interest is adding 
to the burden all the time, and whenever we pay off a dollar, 
we not only pay part of the principal but we prevent the ac
cumulation of interest that -would. grow through the years. 

I do not thigk the surplus we have is really of such an 
enormous size as to cause us any alarm. I do believe we have 
some taxes that we ought to eliminate and get rid of. 

With that idea in view, I offer a substitute for the resolution 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. ' 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, That- it is the sense of the Senate that any surplus in the 

Treasury arising from taxation should be applied toward the payment 
of the national debt. 

[Mr. MAYFIELD addressed the Senate for several minutes. 
His remarks ~ppear in the RECORD preceding the debate on 
Senate ResolutiOn 336 on page 2923.] 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I have modified the resolution 
which I introduced and would like to have the clerk read the 
resolution as modified. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution as modified will be 
read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out all after the word " Resolved " 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

That it is the sense of the Senate that any surplus now in the Treas
ury arising from taxation should be applied toward the payment of the 
national debt. 

Mr. HARRISON. 1\Ir. President, I want to raise a point of 
order to the substitute. My resolution has reference to perma
nent legislation and this substitute has reference merely to the 
surplus now in the Treasury and applies only to this year. I 
do not care to argue the proposition. I merely wish to make 
the point, and after while we can argue the proposition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator insist on his 
point of order? 

Mr. HARRISON. I shall insist on it. I want to serve notice 
of it now. Debate closes at 2 o'clock and I do not want to take 
up any time in an argument of the point of order now. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator wish to have a· 
ruling on the point of order? 

Mr. HARRISON. Not just yet. 
1\Ir. WILLIS. 1\fr. President, if I thought the Chair needed 

any suggestion upon the point of order I would discuss that 
point. To me it is so perfectly apparent that the point of order 
is not weU taken that I can not imagine that the Chair enter
tains any doubt upon it, so I shall not discuss it unless it 
should become necessary later. 

I rose, Mr. President, to speak in behalf of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Nebraska (Mr. NORRis]. My atten
tion was diverted for a moment by the very appropriate remarks 
made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 1\IAYFIELD] relative to 
champion cotton growers who came from his State. That re
minded me that the corn king of tlfe~ world, the man who has 
grown the greatest quantity of corn on 10 acres of land barring 
none in the history of the world, comes from Hardin' County 
Ohio, where I formerly had the honor of living. So I speak 
of that while the crowns are being passed around, in order that 
it may be understood that one should go to the corn king of 
Ohio. 

But, Mr. President, referring to the resolution and to the 
substitute or amendment. which has now been offered, it seems 
to me that the remarks of the Senator from Nebraska are par
ticularly appropriate. It is perfectly evident to anyone ac
quainted with the legislative situation that the resolution of
fered by the Senator from Mississippi, and, of course, offered in 
perfectly good faith and without the slightest idea on his part 
that it would have any political effect, is only a gesture, and 
if adopted it could have only one effect, if it bas any effect at 
all. In the first place, it is a most unusual thing for one 
branch of the national legislature to undertake to advise the 
other branch what it should do. The sole power of raising 
revenue, so far as originating re"tenue measures is concerned~ 
of course, resides in the House, and the Senate has no jurisdic
tion in the premises. The Senator from Mississippi perfectly 
well understands that. So it is an unusual thing. 

But in the second place, if it had any effect, if the House 
would pay any attention to the resolution, which it would not 
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and which it ought not to do, and we should go into the sub
ject of tax revision, the only effect it would have would be 
to cause a special session of Congress. I do not at all charge 
that my friend from Mississippi desires any such calamity as 
that, but we must consider the present condition of the calen
dar. With less than a month of time to elapse between now 
and the final adjournment of Congress we have eight appro
priation bills to be passed; with the legislative jam that exists 
now as the result of the necessity for consideration of various 
Important measures, such as the farm relief bill, the banking 
bill the bill for the reorganization of one branch of the Com
mc~ce Department, bills relating to the enforcement of prohibi
tion laws, the h·uth in fabrics bill, and various other measures 
which must and will be considered here, and my friend the Sena
tor ft·om New Hampshire [Mr. MosEs] suggests that I should add 
the postal rate bill. With all those bills pending, and only one 
month in which to consider them, it is perfectly apparent that if 
we go into the question of taxation legislation many of those bills 
will fail, the appropriation bills will fail, and we shall have 
created a situation which some gentlemen desire. Of course, 
the Senator from Mississippi does not desire it. He has not 
thought of the untoward result which would flow from the 
adoption of his resolution. We would create a situation with 
the failure of the appropriation bills by virtue of which it 
would become necessary for the President of the United States 
to call a special session of Congress. 

I might say, in passing, that to me that it is an amazing 
thing that my friend from Mississippi has become in a way 
the spokesman for the forces which have been conducting for 
some time an active fight in the country· for the very thing 
which he now proposes. No doubt every Senator has received 
numerous letters from chambers of commerce and from cor
porations urging a reduction of the corporation tax. I have 
tried to explain to those gentlemen who· have written me that 
it would not be possible to take up one item of taxation with
out opEning the whole subject, and that would inevitably lead 
to that which I have just referred, namely, a failure of appro
priation bills, a failure of taxation legislation, and the creation 
of a situation whereby it would become imperative that the 
President should call an extra session of Congress. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the Senator told them he 
was for a reduction of corporation taxes, did he not? 

Mr. WILLIS. I can not understand how my friend knows 
what I told them, but I will tell him what I told them. I told 
them just what I am telling the Senator now, that I thought 
it was the part of wisdom for this Congress to pass the appropria
tion bills and go home, and not create a situation whereby we 
should have a special session of Congress, with attempted revision 
not only of taxation but of the tariff, a session which would 
last along until next September or October, and which would 
enable our friends across the aisle to manufacture political war 
munitions. I told them I was opposed to that. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sena
tor yield for a question? 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator's advice, which 

he gave to his correspondents who asked for a reduction of 
the corporation tax, indicates that he is in favor of limiting 
legislation at this session to the passage of appropriation bills. 
Is that COITect? 

Mr. WILLIS. Oh, no, Mr. President, not entirely to apprO
priation bills. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator's statement I 
thought warranted that conclusion. In view of his statement 
that he had advised those seeking tax reduction that be 
thought the best thing Congress could do was to pass the 
appropriation bills and go home, let me ask the Senator what 
other measures he thinks the Congress should consider during 
this session a side f rom the appropriation bills? 

Mr. WILLIS. I have already enumerated several. I should 
say to the Sena tor that inevitably we ought to consider the 
farm-relief measur e which is now before the Senate. That is 
going to take considerable time. We ought to consider the 
banking bill We ought to consider the measures which haYe 
for their purpose the better enforcement of the prohibition 
law. We ought to consider the radio bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will the Senator pause there 
just a minute to indicate when he expects to proceed to the 
consideration of the reorganization bill relating to the enforce
ment of prohibition? 

Mr. WILLIS. I ti11st the Senator will direct his question to 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT], who can answer the 
·question; 

1\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. WILLIS. I yield to the Senator from Utah in order 

for him to answer the question, because he has the information 
with reference to the bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have reported the bill to the Senate as 
amended by the Finance Committee. It came to the Senate 
with a unanimous report, and I intend at the earliest possible 
date next week to ask the Senate to consider the bill. 

1\tr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I shall join the ~enator in 
his effort to o!Jtain consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. Of course I am interested in the considera
tion of the bills which I haye enumerated, and I do not know 
that the list includes all that we ought to consider. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President. will the Senator answer my 
question? 

Mr. WILLIS. .Just wait a moment, if the Senator please. 
I am not in favor of creating a situation which will simply 
bring about a jam in the legislative situation in which none of 
these bills can be passed, and the Senator knows that is true. 

Mr. HARRISON. Did the Senator tell his correspondents 
that he was in favor of a reduction of the corporation tax? 

Mr. WILLIS. I told them that when it came to the proper 
time in the next session of Congress to deal with that question 
I should be glad to take it up, and I think that was a pretty 
good answer. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Just prior to the next election? 
Mr. WILLIS. I should not be averse to it simply because 

there is an election coming on, so far as that is concerned. I do 
not think that ought to militate against it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will the Senator go a little 
further--

Mr. WILLIS. Jus.t a moment, if the Senator please. I am 
opposed to cre~ting a situation here which would enable the 
jovial, eloquent, and handsome Senator from Mississippi and 
his colleagues all summe~ to dillydally here in a special session 
of Congress with tax bills and revision of the tariff until a 
situation would be reached in which those very corporations 
which have been appealing to 1;he Sen~tor would be crying out 
for relief and calling on the Congress to go home. I think it is 
unwise further to complicate the situation by going into taxa
tion matters. 

In view of the legislation we have already enacted and 
legislation that is likely to be enacted, I do not know whether 
there will be very much uf a surplui next year anyhow. For 
example, we have enacted legislation providing a building pro
gram which will involve an ultimate expenditure of $165,000,000. 
The other day we passed a bill providing for the purchase of 
the triangle for $25,000,000 more. It is understood that another 
public buildings bill carrying $100,000,000 is soon to be re
ported. The river and hai·bor bill carries approximately 
$75,000,000. Proper and necessary appropriations for the Vet
erans' Bureau will amount to $500,000,000. In view of these 
expenditures and others, the existence of any surplus becomes 
problema tical. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from Ohio 
has expired. 

Mr. ROBINSON of A!kansas. Mr. President, it is true that 
many measures of importance are pending before the Congress 
which will not receive consideration and which will not be 
disposed of cluring the present session of Congr~&. We all 
knew, when we came here in December last, that a process of 
elimination necessarily would be adopted, and in consequence 
of that knowledge the majority steering committee presented to 
the Senate a program. That program listed a number of meas
ures which the steering committee deemed especially desirable 
that the Senate consider. 

It is significant, Mr. President, that comparatiyely few of the 
bills included in that program have been acted upon, and the 
indications are that quite a number of them will remain uncUs
posed of when the 4th of March shall have been reached. I 
make the assertion that in all the list of public measures which 
might ha\e been made at the beginning of this Congress no 
subject was of greater importance than that pertaining to the 
adjustment or reduction of Federal taxes. 

It is both amazing and amusing to find the morals of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT], the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. NoRRIS], and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. WJLLis] 
shocked at the suggestion that political consideration should 
be devoted to subjects pertaining to taxation. Long prior to 
the beginning of this Government in Great Britain the subject 
of taxation was regarded as a proper one upon which to base 
political issues, and almost every national political platform 
that has been adopted since the beginning of thL"' Republic has 
contained proposals relating to Federal taxation. The platform 
of the Republican Party which was adopted in 1924 boasted of 
the alleged measures of economy and of tax relief alleged to 
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have been paElsed through the instrumentality of Republican 
agencies. It then pledged-

Progressive reduction of the taxes of all the people as rapidly as may 
be done with due provision for the essential expenditures of the Govern
ment administered with rigid economy and to place our tax system on 
a sound peace-time basis. 

Of course, the object of that plank in the Republican plat
form, the object of the boast in the Republican platform con
cerning economy, was to obtain votes. The Senator from 
Massachusetts and the other Senators to whom I have referred 
are shocked when a political issue is raised respecting taxation 
only when the issue raised promises to drive votes away from 
the party to wl!ich they belong into another party which 
promises relief to the people of the country from the oppressive 
burdens of taxation which have been imposed under the Repub
lican Party. 

Ah, the Senator from Massachusetts grows eloquent when he 
talks about the economy of the present administration. He is 
afraid that in order to increase his popularity the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON] will detract from the popularity 
of the President of the United States, to whom the Senator 
from Massachusetts would attribute all credit for the tax relief 
measures that ha\"e been passed and proposed. The Senator 
from Mississippi does not need to increase his popularity. He 
is without doubt one of the most popular men who have ever 
served in either branch of the American Congress. 

When we came here in December last we knew that the ques
tion of tax reduction was one of the most vitally important that 
confronted Congress. Through the insn·umentality of the Re
publican machine, which dominates absolutely what measures 
shall be considered by the body at the other end of the Capitol, 
the American people ba ve been and are being denied relief 
from tax laws which admittedly extort excessive sums from the 
taxpayers of the Nation. 

Let me recall briefly what happened in the body at the other 
end of the Capitol. On the first or second day of the session a 
tax-reduction measure was introduced by Representative GAR
NER, simple in its features, a measure that few Republicans 
dare vote against, if a vote could be obtained respecting it ; a 
measure that would pass the body at the other end of the 
Capitol by a two-thirds vote, according to the opinion of some 
who have undertaken a census of the body; and yet, because 
of the rules of the machine which dominates the body at the 
other end of the Capitol, the representatives of the people are 
denied an opportunity to express their views concerning this 
very important legislation. 

'l'here has been no expression by the Senate concerning this 
subject. This resolution indicates the attitude of the Senate. 
We recognize that taxation is a proper basis for political issues. 
·we accept the challenge made by the Senator from Massachu
setts. The boast of economy is poorly founded. It consists 
more in words than in measures. We were told, when the last 
tax-reduction measure was before this body, that we dared not 
eliminate the amusement tax ; that we dared not vote to dis:. 
continue the club dues tax; that we must continue the auto
mobile tax, because a deficit would result if those taxes were 
eliminated. We now have, however, the significant statement 
in the message of the President of the United States that a 
surplus approximating $4D0,000,000-to be exact, $383,000,000-
already has appeared ; and yet the proposal of the party in 
power that dominates legislation of the body at the other end 
of the Capitol is to withhold further tax reduction until an
otber election shall be at hand, and then to attempt to secure 
political advantage by making reductions that ought now to be 
made; in fact, that should have been made when we had before 
Congress the last bill relating to tax reduction. Let Senators 
who are so anxious not to inject politics into the subject of taxa
tion refrain from boasting of what has been accomplished by 
their party and of thus themselves playing politics. 

If this were merely a business proposition, if the popularity 
of the man in the White House and the future political security 
of Senators on the other side of the aisle and of Representa
tives belonging to the Republican Party at the other end of 
the Capitol were not involved, if the question were to be deter
mined purely on a business basis, it would not require the 
remainder of this session, it would not require prolonged debate 
to afford relief from some of the excessive taxes that are 
being perpetuated; it would not be necessary to wait until the 
next election is at hand and the Republican Party is in des
perate straits for an issue in order to afford the relief which 
ought to be immediately given. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I am surpric;;ed at the attitude 
of some Republican Senators, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
NORRIS] in particular. If a tax can be reduced, it should be 
reduced; if a surplus accumulates in the Treasury it shows 

that the taxes are excessive and burdensome; and when they 
become excessive and burdensome it is wrong, and the Govern
ment has no right to continue such taxes upon the American 
citizen. As I have said repeatedly here, the Government belongs 
to the American citizen, and it ought to be run in his interest. 
It ought not to be used as a handy instrument to further the 
po.litical plans and purposes of any party. That principle ap
plles to b~th the Democratic and the Republican Parties. 
Wha~ nght have we, as the representatives of the people, 

to contmue a tax upon the people which the President of the 
United States has already declared should not be continued 
and a tax which we know should not be continued? Wllv 
should we sit here in silence and permit this tax to be collected 
from the American people when the President and Congress 
have both said the taxpayer is entitled to have his tax reduced? 
Are you playing politics? 
~he presidential campaign is coming on next year, and it is 

plam to anyone who can see that Republican leaders are o-e t
ting ready to submit a program of tax reduction in the sp;ing 
of 19~8 for the purpose of drawing certain portions of the 
~en~an elector3:te to the support of the Republican Party. 
Is 1t nght and fan to compel the people to pay an unjust tax 
for two years in order to enable the Republican leaders to 
play politics? Mr. President, that is wrong. It ought to be 
condemned by every patriot who serves in either branch of 
Congress. No party has the right to do that. 

What right have we to continue an admittedly unjust tax 
upon the people and burden them for the purpose of accumulat
ing money in the Treasury of the United States to be doled out 
in refund gifts to the special pets of the Republican Party? 
Th~ people ~re asking us to take it off. They have a right to 
petitiOn theu· Government. The chambers of commerce to 
which the Senator from Ohio referred, . the various org~iza
tions and associations throughout the country have the right 
to make their wishes known to Congress. Why not? Now they 
are petitioning us to reduce this tax, and the President has 
said it ought to be reduced. We know that it ought to be 
reduced. Why postpone tax reduction for the benefit of the 
Republican Party? 

I will tell you, Mr. President. what the Republican majority 
are doing, and the country has a right to know the truth about 
it. They. are accumulating tax money in the Treasury; instead 
of reuucmg the taxes of people who ought to have them re
duced, they are per.mitting Mr. ~fellon to take this very money, 
the surplus that IS accumulating, and give it back to tile 
favorites of the Republican Party in millions of dollars at a 
time. They have permitted Mr. Mellon, with the aid of four 
or five clerks in his department, where no testimony is taken 
and kept of record, and where the Congress can not know why 
the action is taken, to give out in the shave of refunds nearly 
a billion dollars since he has been at the head of the Treasury 
Department, and they have permitted him to give out to a few 
big taxpayers in the last year $175,000,000. 

They have permitted him to give to five big, rich Republicans 
$21,000,000. They ha':e permitted him, right recently, to gi>e 
to du Pont $6,000,000 m a refund. We have no way of finding 
out why these refunds were made. The Secretary of the Treas
ury refused to furnish the testimony showing why he made the 
refunds. Why not bring this business of the people into the 
open? Why not make 1\Ir. Mellon come up here before a Senate 
committee and tell why he is giving out this money by the 
millions to these favorites of the Republican Party? 

It is plain lhat the Republican majority are going to get 
money from these people to help run their presidential cam
paign in 1928. They will send the agent of their campaign com
mittee around, and he will introduce himself, and say to these 
gentlemen: "We have been very nice to you. We refunded to 
you $6,000,000, Mr. du Pont. We are gathering up money for 
campaign eX}J~nses now. Won't you help us out?" "Why, 
sure," and Mr. du Pont can very easily give you one-sixth of 
what you took out of the Treasury wllen you did not have a 
right to take out a dollar of it. He can very easily give you 
a million dollars. You will gather much of your campaign fund 
in that way. 

The Republican Party has reached the point where it will 
trade with any interest in the country in order to retain control 
of the instrumentalities of government. In order to keep con· 
trol of the taxing power, and the money supply and credits of 
the Nation-these two most dangerous and deadly powers in 
any goverru:p.ent-you will do anything. You will trade with 
any faction to get their support. 

Mr. President, that is a strong indictment, but it is the 
truth. What right have you to permit Mr. Mellon to sit behind 
closed doors and hand out to the favorites of your party, a few 
thousand of the~ nearly a billion dollars during the term that 
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he served \l.S Secretary of the Treasury? What right have you 
to keep that testimony from the Congress of the United States, 
and refuse to let the people know in every instance why a re
fund has been made to these people? 

Mr. President, I thank God that next year is a presidential 
year, and that the people will have an opportunity to look all 
these questions full in the face. They will not be hidden and 
covered up then, as they have been all during this adminis-
tration. 

l\Ir. President, I want to say this in conclusion: 
We ought to go upon record as favoring tax reduction. It 

may have some influence on the House. If the House learns 
that the Senate has indorsed tax reduction, we may get tax 
xeduction at this session. The taxpayers are entitled to it. Let 
us go ahead and pass it. There should be no hurry about our 
getting away from here. The Senator from Ohio says we have 
only a month. It is true that we have only a month until the 
4th of March; let the President call an extra session. We are 
the servants of the people. 1 should like to get a way and take 
a rest, as other Senators wo'uld, but conditions are such here 
that I think we should remain here. Why hurry and get 
through and go home leaving important questions unconsidered? 
Let us investigate all these questions as they should be investi
gated; let us deliberate on them as we should deliberate on 
great national questions. If it takes an extra session, let it 
come. 

The,.,..VICE PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from Ala
bama has expired. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I can hardly express my sensa
tions upon hearing the Senator from Alabama talk about giv
ing to different individuals large sums of money. The people 
who do not understand the play of politics in this body are apt 
to be led to believe that the Senator is serious; that the Secre
tary of the Treasury deliberately gives to individuals that he 
expects some time to show a favor to his party a specific 
amount of money. . 

I regret beyond my power of expression that such state
ments are heard in a body like this. If they would not go any 
further than this body, they would not mean so much ; but to 
make statements of that kind that would lead the unthinking 
public to believe that the head of the Treasury Department of 
this Gov·ernment is doing such a thing as that I think is a very 
serious matter. · 

The truth about the matter is that from the beginning of 
this legislation on taxation, when we knew that the war would 
exact · from almost every dollar we could collect, we embarked 
upon a system of taxation that was l:nost complicated. Under 
the rules of the Treasury Department in administering the 
tax there were tax sources not necessarily concealed, but many 
elements of taxation that ought to have been applied were not 
originally applied ; and some of the agencies of the department, 
because the system was new, collected in large quantities taxes 
that were not legal. The great complaint I have had from the 
beginning has been from the taxpayers. They have come to my 
office, through their attorneys, to ask for a hearing in order 
that their case might be laid before the proper authority to 
permit them to demonstrate that the tax had been illegally 
collected. 

I thought every Member of the Senate would be in favor of 
so simplifying the tax laws that there would not be any taxes 
illegally collected. The fact is, however, because of the com
plication of the law and the ease with which the taxpayer can 
refrain from bring:\ng to the open the sources of taxation, that 
a tremendous amount of back taxes have been collected ; and 
even in the last year vastly more back taxes have been col
lected than taxes illegally collected. So, as it appears without 
controversy that taxes were and are being collected illegally, 
the:,:e taxes ought to be refunded. As soon as it is demon
strated that the taxes were not legally collected no one ought 
to refuse to have the Treasury Department return the money 
that is illegally collected, no matter who the taxpayer is, 
whether it is the farmer or the small business man or the big 
business man from whom large taxes are collected. 

I deplore beyond expression these statements that would 
lead to the belief that these refunds were mere gifts back to 
the taxpayer for an ulterior purpose. 

1\Ir. President, as to the application of the surplus to the 
payment of the debt, we have reduced the debt in the last seven 
years $5,629,074,419. We have reduced the debt by the appli
cation of payments on foreign loans to the amount of $790,-
560,750. We have reduced the debt by simply reducing the 
cash balance for operation of the Government's affairs to the 
amount of $1,041,663,000. We have reduced the debt by the 
application of the sinking fund to the amount of $1,740,552,550; 
and we have reduced the debt by the applicatio~ of the s~-
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plus...:_and I should like to have Senators note this-to the 
amount of $2,056,298,119. 

There are four sources of the payment of the debt-the in
terest and payments on foreign loans, the application of the 
sinking fund, the reduction of the cash balance for operations 
of the Government, and then the surplus ; but while the second 
largest amo~nt is the sinking fund, which is $1,740,552,550, the 
surplus applied was $2,056,298,119. 

In other words, from the close of the war, including the 
Wilson administration, we began the process of reducing the 
public debt, operating under a law of 1881 which permits the 
Secretary of the Treasury to buy up Government obligations 
and thus reduce the debt. This administration as well as the 
Wilson .administration has been applying that law, and in 
each of the seven years we have paid some of the debt by the 
surplus. 

While it is vastly the largest source of the payment of the debt, 
this year, when we desire to apply the present surplus in accord
ance with what we have done from the beginning, a tremendous 
opposition is corning from the other side of the aisle, as if that 
were wrong, as if the policy introduced by Woodrow Wilson and 
continued by the Harding and Coolidge administrations were 
wrong. It seems to me that the common-sense view would be, 
if we had a surplus beyond the needs of the operation of the 
Government, to follow the law of 1881 and the practice of the 
administration since that time and apply the surplus to the 
payment of the debt. 

The argument for following that course is without real seri
ous controversy, for the reason that the largest item of Govern
ment expenditure is the interest on the public debt, which can 
not be reduced except by payment; and I have felt, without 
regard to either side of the aisle, that to follow the plan of 
applying whatever surplus we had to the further reduction of 
this permanent obligation of the Government would not only be 
thought wise, but, even preceding a national election, it would 
be thought wise enough not to play politics ·in regard to it. 

For that reason, it seems to me that the only thing to do is 
to use the surplus in the reduction of the public debt. 

1\Ir. HARRISON, Mr. BRUCE, and Mr. SMOOT addressed the 
Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah de

sires to speak ; and I yield to him under the understanding, if 
we can have such an understanding, that he is to speak six 
minutes, and then I will follow him. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
BRUCE] understands that under the unanimous-consent agree
ment a Senator can speak but once? 

Mr. BRUCE. Yes. I was not in the Senate Chamber when 
that agreement was made. • 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. PI·esident--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah. 
Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I was not going to make any 

speech. I was simply going to ask the Senator from Ohio a 
question; and, if the Senator from Utah will yield to me a 
minute, that is all I wanted to do-just to ask the Senator 
from Ohio a question. I promise not to make any observations 
of any sort. 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator to answer, if he desires 
to answer. 

Mr. BRUCE. I wanted to ask the Senator from Ohio whether 
it was his idea that in case the surplus wei·e applied to the 
debt it should be applied at once, during the present year. 

Mr. FESS. Yes, Mr. President. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. I may say to the Senator that, in my opinion, 

it has already been applied to the debt. 
Mr. BRUCE. I am glad to get the idea of the Senator from 

Ohio. That would relieve the question of any suggestion of 
partisan politics. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
representing the Government of the United States, has, week 
in and week out, month in and month out, whenever there is 
a surplus, purchased Government bonds, and, of course, the 
money with which it has been done is not now in the Treasury 
of the United States. 

In 1928, $2,500,000,000 of these bonds will fall due. I think 
of those bonds we have already purchased and have in the 
Treasury over $500,000,000, and whatever surplus there is in 
the Treasury now should be applied in the further purchase of 
such bonds, in my opinion. 

Mr. FLIDTCHER. Mr. President, does not the law now pro
vide for a sinking fund to take care of those bonds? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes, Mr. President. There is such a sinking 
fund, but whenever there is a surplus over and above the sink
ing fund that surplus ough~ to be used in the same way. 
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I may say to the Senator that if the sinking fund had been 

the only source from which we had gotten money to reduce the 
debt we would- not have had the debt reduced from $26,000,-
000,000 to nineteen and three-quarter billions. That has been 
accomplished by applying not only the sinking fund but all of 
the surpluses for the past several years. 

I do not intend to talk politics at all in speaking on this 
resolution. Politics has not entered my mind in connection 
with this question. I am going to speak only from a business 
standpoint. To any business man who found himself in com
paratively the same position in which we :find the United States 
to-day, with the obligations our Government owes, there would 
be but one thing to do-and any good business man would do 
it-that is, reduce the obligations just as quickly as possible. 

Some have said, " Let the coming generations take the re
sponsibility of a part of this debt." The coming generations 
will have even greater responsibilities, I fear, than they can 
meet, without cauying a part of our own. We ought to meet 
the obligations in our day, when we can do it, w)len the busi
ness of this country is prosperous, as it is. , I maintain-and 
I would take the same attitude if the Democratc Party were 
in power-that whenever there is a surplus following such a 
radical reduction in taxes as was made in 1926 it ought to be 
used in the reduction of the debt. 

Now, as to the amount of the surplus, Senators have not 
stopped to think that during the last six months of 1926 the 
surplus did not amount to nearly as much as it did for the 
first six months. During the first six months we operated under 
the 1924 law, and the surplus grew rapidly; but during the 
last six months of 1926, during which the tax reduction law 
of 1926 was in operation, the surplus did not grow as rapidly 
as it did during the first six months, because in the 1926 act 
many of the sources of taxation were eliminated ; but the 
taxes under the old law had been collected up to June 30 of 
that year, following which date there were no collections under 
those sections of the law which had been I'epealed. 

I care nothing about the effect of this upon politics. I only 
ask the Senate of the United States to consider the matter 
from a business standpoint, and I say that no· man in the 
Senate and no man in the Treasury Department and no business 
man or professional man in the United States knows to-day 
how much we ought to reduce the rates below those fixed in 
the revenue act of 1926. We will know as soon as we can get 
the figures of the collections for a full year under the opera
tion of the new law. Then we will kriow what the returns from 
the tax law will be for the following year. 

It i'3 unsafe to make any prediction now, and we have made 
no predictions. Our actuary estimated that under the new 
law the yield for the latter half of 1926 would be only about 
$11,000,000 above the expenses, whereas bu iness has been so 
great that the yield is much more than that. But I am giving 
the figures only of the year, not of the six-month period, and 
it would be unwise, as I have already said, to base a reduction 
of taxes upon the information we have now. 

When we do get the information, I will be perfectly willing 
to.have the taxes reduced to the point where there will be no 
danger of a deficit at the. end of this calendar year, and I think 
it ought to be done .as quickly as possible. 

I promised the Senator from Mississippi to yield, and I shall 
do so. I think the Senator is entitled to the last 10 minutes 
on his resolution. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, in my experience here I 
have never seen any question enshrouded with more po:iitical 
hypocrisy than that which has been practiced by the majority 
in the consideration of this tax question. I have but 10 min
utes, and I must go right to the point at issue. 

·what are the arguments? The Senator from Utah [Mr. 
SMOOT], the chairman of the Committee on Finance, says we 
can not tell now how much of a surplus there will be. He has 
been wrong in every estimate he has made during the consid
eration of the last three tax-reduction bills. He was wrong in 
1922, he was wrong in 1924, he was wrong in 1926, and he is 
wrong to-day. We have tried to lower the taxes further than 
he wanted to go in the consideration of all those measures, and 
he said, "Oh, you will cause a deficit," and here we are now 
with a surplus, and he makes the same argument. Senators 
will remember the argument the Senator from Utah made as 
to the corporation tax in 1926. 

It was very appropriate to-day that the Senator from Massa
chusetts [Mr. GILLETT] should have been the one to lead off in 
this discussion. Coming from the Bay State, no doubt he has 
been talking to President Coolidge about the matter. In this 
instance he may be his spokesman. He does not want the 
"President's popularity to be affected," and he extols the " econ
omy virtues" of the President. I can pass the economy praise 
of President CoQlidge by ~erely cit~g this f!!ct ~s ~ ill~ 

tration : That in the administration of the White House, of 
which the President has sole jurisdiction, in 1D21 Wilson ex
pended $197,000; in 1922 Harding expended $200,000; in 1D23 
Harding expended $349,000. Coolidge, a soon as he got in, in 
1924, expended $450,000 ; in 1025 Coolidge expended $411 000 ; 
and in 1926 Coolidge expended $483,000. ' 

That is this economy President, who is extolled by the dis
tin~uished Senator from Massachusetts in discussing his popu
larity. He has not any more popularity in this country. It 
has waned, until you can not find it mth a micro~cope. The 
"careful Cal," the "cautious Cal," has now suddenly been 
transformed into the "calculating Cal." Since November 6, 
1926, when he said that with this sw·plus a credit should be 
¥iven to the taxpayer · of the country, when it was publiHhed 
m all the papers of the land, and many of them prai ed the 
plan, we no.w find his spokesman an<l followers lining up against 
tax reductiOn. The " regular " Republicans now get bellind 
this Norris leadership. They have thrown out the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. SMOOT], they have repudiated the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. C1Jll.TIS]--

Mr. CURTIS. Illr. President--
1\Ir. HARRISO~. And now this former insur:vent in the 

ranks of the Republican membership, a man whom they have 
abused, is to lead them on this substitute. 

I yield to the Senator. 
1\lr. CURTIS. The Senator forgets that the other day I .·ug

gested this very thing, and suggested that the plan of ming the 
surplus for the extinguishment of the debt is now being carded 
out. 

1\lr. HARRISON. I am glad, then, that the Senator thought 
the Senator from Nebraska had more influence than he did o 
he said to the Senator, "You offer it and we will follow ~on. 
If I offer it, they might defeat it." 

This is what you are up against, and do not fool your."elves, 
Senators. The country is going to know what the issue is. 
You propose in this substitute re~olution to take the surplus 
now-it says "now "-this year, and apply it to the debt. You 
are trying to kill the resolution I have offered by applying your 
rule only to this year's surplus. 

I ask the Senate to express its opinion with reference to 
permanent tax legislation. Not as to what you will do with this 
year's surplus. You are going on record for this sub titute 
resolution, saying, "Oh, we voted to apply the surplus, this ur
plus, this year, to the payment of the national debt." 

Did 1\.lr. Coolidge on November 6 ask you to do that? Every 
one of you is slapping your own President in the face when you 
vote for this substitute. He asked you then to give it to the 
taxpayers. You can not get away from the issue. 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON] has read from 
the platform of the Republican Party of 1924. It pledged itself 
to a progressive reduction of taxes in this country. It meant 
permanent tax reduction. Time after time, consistently so, 
when a surplus was piled up in the Treasury, you ha>e passed 
a tax bill, and it was a permanent tax bill. That occurred in 
1922, in 1924, and in 1926. Why? Because there was a surplus 
in the Treasury, and with only one exception was there a 
greater surplus in the Treasury than there is to-day. When 
there was a surplus of $250,000,000 in the Treasury, you said 
there should be permanent tax reduction, and you passed the 
bill of 1922. When there was a surplus of approximately $280,-
000,000 in the Treasury, you said, "Let us have permanent tax 
reduction," and you passed a tax reduction bill in 1924. After a 
surplus had piled up in 1925, you passc...>d the 192G bill. But now 
we have a larger surplu · than, with one exception, we have had 
in the Treasury in a decade-$383,000,000-and yet you say, 
"No; we will go back home. 'Ye will refuse to pass a tax 
reduction bill at this time." 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS], adroit and smooth as 
he is, says, "We have not time. There are just 30 day. more 
of the session." No sooner had this session of Congress con
vened in December than there were men on this side--I among 
the number-who appealed for tax reduction legislation at this 
session. We pointed out that it wa the most important ques
tion affecting the American people, and that it should be con
sidered by the Congress. The same was true of the Democratic 
membership in the House of Representatives. There hns been 
no laches here upon the part of the minority party. But now 
you say there is so much on the calendar that we can not do 
anything. 

In my opinion, 1\Ir. President, this question is so important 
that the Democratic minority here would be justified in block
ing legislation and forcing an extra session of Congress. You 
know we have not done anything to obstruct. We have tried 
to cooperate. We have not tried to force an extra se sion of 
Congress. But you are c~mfronted wit]?. this proposition, and 
you ~u~t !l_!ake expla_!!at!ol! ~o sour constituents! 



/ 
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This is a short session, which will expire the 4th of March. Mr. HARRISON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

We will not con>ene again until December of this year. What The yeas and nays were ordered. 
are you going to do with the surplus for next year? You can Mr. OVERMAN. May the amendment be stated? 
not legislate on that as it accumulates, because you will not be The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the amend-
here until December next. It means that for two years, at ment. 
least, the surpluses must pile up, and you will be back in your The CHIEF CLERK. The Senator from Nebraska proposes the 
delightful homes enjoying yourselves while the American peo- following amendment in the nature of a substitute: 
pie are being burdened with taxes. You and you alone hold it Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that any surplus now in 
in your hands to pass tax legislation. You and you alone can the Treasury arising from taxation should be applied toward the 
give them relief. You know you will get cooperation from this payment of the national debt. 
side. I do not know a Democratic member on the Finance 
Committee of the Senate, or a Democratic member of the Ways The VICE PRESIDE~"'T. The clerk will call the roll on 
and Means Committee of the House, who will not cooperate agreeing to the amendment. 
with the majority members in writing a bill for the reduction The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
of taxation now; and we will put it through. Indeed, we will Mr. ERNST (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
help you apply cloture, even, to pass it. You can not get the junior Senator from New Jersey [1\Ir. EDWARDs]. In his 
a way by suggesting that the time is too short. absence, I withhold my vote. 

In his message to Congress, which has already been cited, the Mr. FESS (when his name was called). On this vote I am 
President said that the people would be more benefited by tax paired with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. CoPELAND]. 
reduction than by any other thing that looks toward their I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. 
welfare. He says it benefits the wage earner and the agricul- GoULD] and vote "yea." 
turist of the country, that it brings benefit to all the people. Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I have a gen
That is what your President said, and yet you are going to eral pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. DUPoNT], which 
vote for tllis sham, this pretense, offered by the Senator from I transfer to the Senator from Louisiana [l\Ir. RANSDELL], and 
Nebraska, in order to get out of some hole and say, "Oh, the vote "nay." 
surplus in the Treasury this year should be- applied to the Mr. GILLETT (when his name was called). I have a gen-
public debt.'' eral pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDERwooD]. 

You will not be able to fool anybody. You had better stop Not knowing how be would vote, I withhold my vote. 
c~inging to Cal. Do not expect to offer an excuse when you Mr. Sil\Il\IONS (when his name was called). I have a gen
go back home, and say, "This met with the President's ap- eral pair with the Senator from Oklahoma [l\1r. HARRELD]. In 
proval." Your constituents will show you what the President his absence I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from 
said on November 6. You will say, "Oh, he told us differently l\Iissouri [Mr. REED], and vote "nay.'' 
after that." Perhaps he did. But that will not justify you in l\Ir. GERRY (when Mr. SwANSON's name was called). The 
preventing tax reduction at this time. senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. SWANSON] is necessarily 

You must stand upon your own records. Your constituents detained from the Senate. If present, he would vote "nay." 
are going to inquire about it, and I look into the faces of men 1\Ir. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a pair 
here who must make explanation, and on this record you will with the senior Senator from Yirginia [1\Ir. SwANSON]. I am 
show yourselves up. Are you going to vote for this simple reso- unable to obtain a transfer and therefore withhold my vote, 
lution elo..rpressing to the House Members your opinion that we but if voting, I should vote "yea." 
ought to have tax reduction at this time, or are you going to The roll call was concluded. 
kill it? If you vote for the Norris substitute, you will kill my Mr. GERRY. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
resolution. Let it be known. Your constituents will know it. Utah [Mr. KING] is necessarily detained from the Senate. If 

Gentlemen, let us cooperate. Let us fight this proposition present, he would vote "nay." 
out. If it is necessary to have an extra session of Congress, The result was announced-yeas 46, nays 33, as follows: 
let us come back here and have it in order to give relief to the YEAS-46 
American taxpayers. They deserve it. There is no reason for Bingham Gooding Means 
laying heavier taxes upon the people than those required to run g!~~ion ~~~~ne ~~~~~lf 
this Government in an economical way. Capper Howell Norbeck 

You are exacting of the people $383,000,000 more than you Couzens Johnson rorris 
should, and you should help us give relief to them at this time. ~~f!is k~~~~ Wash. ~~aie 
Ample provision is now in the law and every requirement of it Deneen La Follette PPpper 

~~ge~fh~e~ ~~a~~~~g~is~r::.e ~~~~c a~:b~a~~n:ntf~:~se1~% :e?t ~~!iter ~~~{~tr ft~~~a. 
that demand, but here you are going far beyond that. It is Goff McNary Robinson, Ind. 
unwise, unfair, and burdensome. Take your course and make NAYS-33 
ready your explanation. You will need it. That is all. Ashurst George McKellar 

in~~te :~~nE ~~~~~~E~T~rfe~e~i:~1~e~~~ors~~~~t~~ss~~sif~! ~!~!::~rd a¥}ls ~;~;;:: 
Senator from Nebraska? Bruce Harrison Pittman 

Mr. HARRISON. I withdraw the point of order. I want to iS~unway f:i~ili~ Mg~~~~~~· Ark. 
see how Senators will vote on the question. Ferris Jones, N.Mex. Simmons 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a Fletcher Kendrick Smith 
quorum. NOT VOTI~G-16 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 'l'he clerk will call the roll. Borah Ernst King 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators Copeland Gillett Ransdell du Pont Gould Reed, Mo. 

answered to their names: Edwards Harreld Sackett 
Ashurst George McLean Schall So Mr. NoRRIS's amendment in the nature 
Bayard Gerry McMaster Sheppard 

8chall 
Shipstead 
Shortridge 
Smoot 
Stanfield 
Stewart 
Wa dsworth 
Warren 
Weller 
Willis 

Steck 
Stephens 
Tt·ammell 
Tyson 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 

Swanson 
Underwood 
Watson 
Wheeler 
of a substitute 

Bingham Gillett McNary Shipstead was agreed to. 
Blease Glass Mayfield Shortridge Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
~~~~sos~rd g~~ding ~~:~~lf ~~ons The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state the inquiry. 
Bruce Greene Moses Smoot Mr. HARRISON. Does the vote just taken signify that 46 
Cameron Hale Neely Stanfield Sen to ot d t th b dh ld · kl d t Capper Harl'is Norbeck Steck a rs v e o pay e on o ers more qmc ? y an o 
Caraway Harrison Nonis stephens refuse to reduce taxation? 
Couzens Hawes Nye Stewart Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, a point of order. 
£~~~s li~~~ll g~~:iuan 1~~~nmell The VICE PRESIDE~"'T. The Senator will state the point 
Deneen Johnson PeJ?per Wadsworth of order. 
Dill Jones, N.Mex. Phlpps Walsh, Mass. Mr. WILLIS. The Senator from l\Iississippi is not stating 
Edge Jones, Wash. Pine Walsh, Mont. 
Ernst Kendrick Pittman Warren a parliamentary inquiry. 
J~~~is f:Y:guette ~~11n~~. Ark. ;~}~~~n The VICE PRESIDE~T. The Chair sustains the point of 
Fletcher Lenroot Robinson, Ind. Wheeler order made by the Senator from Ohio. The question is on the 
Frazier McKellar Sackett Willis resolution as amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-four Senators having an-~ Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I demand the yeas and nays. 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is on The yeas and nays were ordered. 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska to the resolution Mr. HARRISON. Let us have the resolution as amended 
of the Senator from Mississippi. reported. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the resolutl,on 

as amended. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows : 
Resol!Ved, That it is the sense of the Senate that any surplus now 

tn the Treasury arising from taxation should be applied toward the 
payment of the national debt. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Is the resolution now subject to amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not subject to amendment. 
The clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. ERNST (when his name was called). Making the same 

announcement as before as to my pair, I will state that if I 
were permitted to vote, I should vote "yea." 

Mr. FESS (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement as on the last roll call, I transfer my pair to the 
junior Senator from Maine [Mr. GoULD] and vote" yea.n 

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as to my pair and its transfer as on the 
previous roll call, I vote "nay." 

Mr. GILLETT (when his name was called). I withhold my 
vote for the same reason which I stated on a previous roll call. 

1\Ir. SIMMONS (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as to my pair and its transfer as on the 
former vote, I vote "nay." 

:Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement with reference to my pair as before, I 
withhold my vote. If permitted to vote. I should vote "yea." 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an
nounced-yeas 52, nays 28, as follows: 

Ashurst 
Bingham 
Blease 
Bruce 
Cameron 
Capper 
Couzens 
Curtis 
Dale 
Deneen 
Edge 
Fess 
Frazier 

Bayard 
Bratton 
Broussard 
Caraway 
Dill 
Ferris 
Fletcher 

Glass 
Gotr 
Gooding 
Greene 
Hale 
Howell 
Johnson 
Jones, Wash. 
Keyes 
lAl Follette 
Lenroot 
McLean 
McMaster 

YEAS-52 
McNary 
Means 
Metcalf 
Moses 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Nye 
Oddie 
Pepper 
Phipps 
Pine 
Reed, Pa. 
Robinson, Ind. 

NAYS-28 
George King 
Gen·y McKellar 
Harris Mayfield 
Harrison Neely 
Hawes Overman 
Heflin Pittman 
Kendrick Robinson, Ark. 

NOT VOTING-15 
Ernst Jones, N.Mex. 
Gillett Ransdell 
Gou1d Reed, Mo. 

Edwards Harre1d Sackett 

Schall 
Shipstead 
Shortridge 
Smith 
Smoot 
Stanfl.e1d 
Stewart 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Weller 
Whee1er 
Willis 

Sheppard 
Simmons 
Steck 
Stephens 
Trammell 
Tyson 
Walsh, Mass. 

Swanson 
Underwood 
Watson 

So the resolution as amended was agreed to, as follows: 
Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that any surplus now 

!n the Treasury arising from taxation should be applied toward the 
payment of the national debt. 

F .ARM RELIEF 

The VICEl PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, being Senate bill 4808. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (S. 4808) to establish a Federal farm 
board to aid in the orderly marketing and in the control and 
disposition o:t: the surplus of agricultural commodities. 

1\Ir. McNARY obtained the floor. 
Mr. CURTIS. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from Kansas? 
Mr. 1\IcNARY. I yield. 
Mr. CURTIS. Before the Senator proceeds with his remarks, 

and so as not to interrupt him later on, I should like to sug
gest to him that in the presentation of the bill he explain, if 
he will, the difference between the measure which we are now 
considering and the one which was voted upon at the last 
session of Congress. 

Mr. McNARY. 1\Ir. President, I shall try to conform to the 
request of the Senator from Kansas. 

Agreeably to a statement I made on yesterday, I shall discuss 
this afternoon briefly the general purposes of the bill and 
some of the modifications which have been made in compaiison 
with previous bills, and shall lightly touch upon the agricul
tural economic situation. I am conscious of the fact that there 
are a great many important bills on the calendar which are 
pressing for attention. The Senate has unanimously consented to 

take a vote this afternoon at 4 o'clock on the milk importation 
bill, and one or more Senators desire to speak on that subject. 
Should I fail to conclude my remarks to-day, though I have no 
desire at any future time long to detain the Senate, I will con
clude them to-morrow. 

I do not think it is necessary to enter into a long disquisition 
upon this measure or to relate at length the unfortunate con
dition in which agriculture finds itself. I think there have 
been a thousand speeches made in the two branches of Con
gress since agriculture met with a very distressing sickness in 
May, 1920, from which it has not yet recovered. 

Mr. President, it is true that the Congress has shown a very 
sympathetic attitude toward the farmers of the country. I 
recall in the brief period of six years, now approaching seven 
years, since distress overtook agriculture, there have · been a 
great many bills passed by the Congress calculated to benefit 
agriculture. I was a member of the committee on agricultural 
inquiry which convened in 1921, and which was composed of 
five Members of the Senate and five Members of the House of 
Representatives. Nearly a year was spent by that committee 
in studying the agricultural problem. 

Economists, scientists, heads of farm organizations, bankers, 
commercial men, financiers of note throughout the world, ap
peared before the committee and attempted in some manner to 
suggest legislation that would relieve the depressing condi
tions affecting agriculture. Suggestions embracing legislative 
proposals were made to Congress, and as a result thereof the 
intermediate credit banks were established, which afforded an 
additional system of credit to that provided by the Federal 
farm-land banks. Congress also passed what is known as the 
grain exchange act, the packer and stockyards regulatory act, 
the Capper-Volstead Act, which took the farmers operating 
through cooperative organizations from the provisions of the 
Clayton and Sherman Antitrust Acts. 

Mr. President, it seems that these various remedies have not 
remedied the particular vital illness from which the farmers 
are suffering. It was thought for a while that all the farmer 
needed was more credit, an avenue opened for money that . 
might be loaned to him through existing banking institutions of 
the country or through agencies created by the Federal Gov
ernment; but we have found that it is not money the farmers 
need; it is markets for their crops. 

I know as a member of the Committee on Agriculture and 
a rather frequent attendant upon its meetings that all of the 
remedies which have been proposed have been given more or 
less serious and sympathetic consideration by that committee. 
It seems to me, after giving the subject matter considerable 
thought, that there are three ways of approaching the subject 
that might ultimately lead to a better condition of agriculture. 
I say this with a full knowledge that I will find opponents to 
challenge the statement, but that does not deter me one iota ; 
it really leads me on. It can be approached by caring for the 
surpluses. I have no doubt whatever that if the surpluses of 
agriculture might be segregated and removed from the domestic 
market the result would be a higher price level for farm 
commodities. I feel assured as an economic propo ition that 
a small surplus in the domestic market forces that market 
down to the level of an unprotected world market. That is 
one of the conditions to-day confronting the agriculturist, and 
it is the particular reason why I have espoused this bill and 
why its adherents are asking Congress to give it very serious 
consideration. It is thought by the advocates of the bill, which 
I shall discuss more at length in a moment, that if we can 
accomplish this very desirable result the farmer will be placed 
on a parity with industry generally. 

There is another way of approaching this subject, and that is 
to reduce the cost of production to the farmer; but, Mr. Presi
dent, that would result, perhaps, in the destruction of the 
economic structure which to-day has brought prosperity to 
every agency of human activity except agriculture. 

It would require a repeal or drastic modification of the im
migration laws. If the hordes of Europe and Asia were per
mitted to come to our shores and supplant our workers at a 
much-reduced standard of living and wage scale, it would 
result in the cheapening of the manufactured products the 
farmer uses to produce his crops. It would re ult in a great 
lowering of the wage scale; but it is impossible for a legislator 
in the Halls of Congress to advocate such a radical measure. 
It would not confo1·m to the principles of Americanism which 
we have established in all our dealings with foreign nations 
on the subject of immigration. 

The matter could be approached in another way, and that 
would be by the lowering of the duties on imported goods, 
which would be an assault upon the tariff. As a member of the 
Republican Party I have always believed in the principle which 
has become the policy of the Nation as advocated by that party; 



1927 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- SENATE 2933 
namely, a reasonable protection for labor and those engaged in 
manufacture. I did not support all the schedules of the ·Ford
ney-l\1cCumber bill-indeed, I thought many were too high
but I supported the general policy and principles carried in the 
bill. I realized, however, that if we were to lower the tariff 
to a point where the farmer could buy his supplies and his 
implements on a world basis, we would injure almost fatally 
the economic structure which is giving prosperity to-day to all 
of our people save those engaged in agriculture. 

If we removed other legal assurances · and permitted the 
cruel law of competition to enter into the operation of our 
railroads, or repealed section 15--A, or took away from the 
Interstate Commerce Commission the power to levy rates suffi
cient to give a fair net return on the operating railroad prop
erties of the countl·y, the farmers might receive a lower rate 
for the transportation of their commodities; but, Mr. President, 
I ee no wisdom in that form of legislation. To-day the tariff 
law and the immigration law are two great obstacles to the 
free operation of the law of supply and demand. Every in
dustry save agriculture has received from the Congress some 
artifidal stimuli. Congress has legislated in a field that has 
helped every agency of human activity but that of agriculture. 
It is appealing to the Congress to-day to give it the same 
assistance that it has rendered to other occupations and indus
tries and to labor. Consequently, l am not advocating a tearing 
down of the social and economic structure which we have built 
up by legislation. I am willing to accept that condition and go 
forward ; but, Mr. President, why leave agriculture in a condi
tion that is made by world conditions while we are operating 
behind laws that protect labor and industry and penalize 
agriculture therefor? 

Mr. President, in my judgment there is still another way in 
whicll this great problem might be met, and that is by adjusting 
supply to demand by limiting, if possible, the agencies of pro
duction ; by holding production to a point where it would be 
just equal to consumption. If that w·ere done, we would not 
need legislation of this kind. We would not need to attempt 
to lower our tariff duties or open the doors to foreign and 
cheaper labor. We would not need to apply to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission for the lowering of freight rates. It 
is, however, visionary and impossible. 

The greatest factor in the result of the crop is not the acre
age. The harvest is not dependent upon the area that is seeded. 
Weather conditions, the hazards O"Ver which the farmers have 
no co11trol, the element of froc;;t, the freeze and the drought, in
sects, pests, and diseases of all kinds, comprise factors which 
are more subtle and impossible of control than the question of 
acreage. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, in the great farm area co~pris
ing 500,000,000 acres in this country, stretching from Maine to 
California, it is impossible, tlu;'ough any form of commur;tication, 
for the farmers to understand what one is doing or what groups 
are doing. It is impossible fQr the farmer to subsist, if he could, 
upon what he might, perhaps, raise this year and the scarcity 
that might ensue the next. It would imperil the national de
fense if that were undertaken. A paucity in some of our basic 
ag1·icultural commodities might coincide with a national conflict 
that would jeopardize the safety of the country, or, indeed, do 
it-reparable injury to its social condition. 

So, Mr. President, briefly outlining, in my judgement, the 
only three ways in which we can approach this subject to bet
ter the conditions ol agriculture, and realizing that the latter 
one I have just mentioned is impractical and impossible, and 
being keenly alive to the fact that any effort to tear down the 
economic structure in order to help agdculture would result 
in a nation-wide disaster, I approach the subject in the greatest 
of confidence that it is possible ·by legislation-by segregating 
the surplus above domestic requirements, and either withhold 
that surplus for orderly marketing or sell that surplus in an 
orderly way in the markets of the world, receiving therefor the 
highest possible price. In that fashion the problem of the 
farmer can be solved, and by that remedy itself the farmer 
-will be put on a parity with labor and industry. Consequently, 
I am whole-heartedly in sympathy with the provisions of the 
bill which is now before the Senate, known as the surplus con
trol bill. 

It was suggested a moment ago by the Senator from Kansas 
that I might, in the few minutes I desire to occupy to-day, state 
in what way the present bill differs from its predecessors. I 
think, perhaps, that is highly important, in order that we may 
have a better understanding of how the bill treats of the 
subject. 

I approach this matter with the full knowledge that the sub
ject, though important, is threadbare, so I s~all hurry along 

as fast as possible. At any time a Member of the Senate de
sires to interrupt me I shall gladly yield. 

'!he bill first introduced in the Sixty-eighth Congress em
bodied the same principles and was fashioned after lines simi
lar to those of the bill now before the Senate. It proceeded 
upon the theory that a present surplus always depresses prices 
in the home market. It also was wisely builded on the theory 
that those receiving the benefits of the higher price should pay 
the cost thereof, and thereby avoid a subsidy which must be 
cared for with money provided by the Treasury of the United 
States. 

But, Mr. President, there was in that bill a device properly 
referred to as the price-fixing plan. . The board, similar to 
the one provided for in this bill, named a price at which the 
basic commodities would be purchased, based upon what was 
known as the ratio price, or a price related to the index number 
of the all-commodity price, the statistics of which are kept in 
the Department of Labor. It is tl·ue that it was price fixing 
because it was possible for the board by reference to these sta: 
tistics and data to determine what price it would pay for wheat 
or any of the basic agricultural commodities. That measure 
was defeated in the House in the Sixty-eighth Congress at 
the second session. It never came before this body for cor:sid
eration or debate. 
. In the first session of the Sixty-ninth Congress-to be precise, 
Ill June of_ last year-another bill was introduced, which came 
to a vote m the Senate, whfch contained a provision that was 
referred to by the scholarly Senator from Ohio (Mr. FEss] 
as a price-fixing device, namely, that the board could not pay 
losses on any purchases made through cooperative associations 
or farm organizations or other agencies if those agencies paid 
a sum of money in excess of a fair and reasonable price. 1\Iy 
friend from Ohio at length censured the bill because of that 
provision. It was put in there, against the advice of the author 
of the bill, to please a certain Senator, in order, in his judg
ment, to protect the consumers against unreasonable prices. 
That provision, unwise as it was, is omitted from this bill. 

Mr. President, in the House bill voted on at the first session 
of the Sixty-ninth Congress the board was authorized to pay 
for these basic agricultural commodities a price equal to the 
tariff plus the cost of production, often referred to as the tariff 
yardstick. That provision is not in this bill. I am not accus
tomed to making challenges, but I challenge anyone to point to 
one place in the bill where the subject of price fixing is re
ferred to. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (.Mr. WILLIS in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Oregon yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. McNARY. I gladly yield. 
Mr. FESS. If we could omit the element of price fixing I 

think that would remove a very serious item in legislati~n. 
What I want to know-and I am very serious about it-is how 
we can make up the losses which are to be cared for by the 
equalization fee unless a price is determined by the Govern
ment. . If that could be done, it would be quite a solution, to 
my mmd. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, it can be done and I think 
the solution is apparent. It occurs to me we h~ve about ap
proached it. 

Anyone familiar with world trade and world economic con
ditions knows that when the board-and I speak of the board 
as the operating agency of the bill-shall remove or withhold 
the accumulated surplus, on account of that fact alone throuo·h 
economic pressure, the price of that commodity wm' go to~ a 
point where it would reach the level of the tariff wall. 

I have never heard the question disputed. It is so funda
mental in political economics, and so well recognized by all 
students of agricultural problems, that this is the first time 
I have even heard reference made to the subject or inquiry 
made about it. 

Proceeding, I repeat, there is no reference to price fixing. 
Whenever the Federal Farm Board, -after a careful survey and 
study, determines, indeed, that there is in this country a sur
plus above domestic requirements, operating not by itself as 
an instrumentality of the Government, but through cooperative 
associations or other agencies, these agencies appear in the 
field and remove the sm·plus by paying the current price---the 
price at which the farmer desires to sell, and everyone will 
admit that when the farmer knows that an agency is coming 
out to buy the surplus, he will not give it away, he will sell 
it at the most advantageous price, which will mean ·the full 
protection guaranteed by the tariff, which, up to date, has not 
been and is not calculated to protect the farmer when he pro
duces a surplus. That is a situation which is self-evident to 
anyone who has had any dealings in any of the business affairs 
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of life. But I shall advert to that _question more at length. I - in which cotton is raised. It requires the votes of all the 
must hasten on. members on the board representing the land-bank distl·icts in 

One of the provisions tllat characterizes the simplicity of which cotton is raised to impose the equalization fee. 
this bill O\er the one of last year and its predecessors is the Mr. l!'ESS. Mr. President, would it interrupt the Senator--
machinery that is to be created by the Congress, and placed Mr. McNARY. I hope the Senator will accord me the cour-
wholly in the control and under the administration of the pro- tesy due to one who is hurrying through and desires to give 
ducers themselves. In order that we might get away from way to the Senator from Utah [Mr. KING], who wants to speak 
politics from governmental persuasion, and autocracy, and the th "lk b'll b t I ill b 1 d t b · t t d 
abus""s 'of bureaucracy, the farmers, after considering this great on e ml 1 

; u w e very g a 0 e 1D errup e · 
~ Mr. l!"ESS. I will not interrupt the Senator. 

problem and the possibility of legislation, decided that they l\Ir. McNARY. If the Senator wants to propound an inquiry. 
would not only pay for the administration of the law but would Mr. FESS. I desired to make an inquiry. 
have that machinery completely under their control. 

Therefore it is provided, first, that a nominating committee l\Ir. McNARY. Very well; I yield gladly. 
shall be selected by the ·cooperative associations and farm or- l\lr. FESS. I think we would get better results and save 
ganizations in the 12 land-bank districts. Those organizations, time if there were some inquiries. 
typically representative of those who produce the great crops Mr. McNARY. Certainly. 
mentioned in this bill, will select four members, and the Sec- Mr. FESS. If the equalization fee is not applied, then how 
retary of Agriculture will select one, making a nominating will the losses be made up? 
committee of nve. Mr. McNARY. If the Senator will listen to me carefully, 

These men representing the farm organizations shall present I will ex.'"Plain that point when I reach it. However, I am de
to the President of the United States the name · of three repre- sirous of explaining the bill to his complete satisfaction ; I will 
sentative farmers of the district, and from those three the say that there may be a surplus, and that surplus, it is possible, 
President shall select one; and he shall select one from each might be cared for by another provi"ion of this bill about which 
of the 12 Federal land-bank districts, ma.king 12 in number, with I want to speak in a moment, which authorizes and empowers 
the Secretary of Agriculture the ex-officio member. this board to loan money to cooperati\es, to withhold the sur-

By that method, it is clear, the farmers will designate their plus, and promote orderly marketing by paying interet at 4 
representati\es, and the board will be free from politics and per cent per annum on the moneys ad\anced. 
political influence ; and above all, Mr. President, they will be in Right here permit me to say that there are two ways of 
a position to dictate when this board shall operate and when it handling the surplus problem. One is by a withholding of the 
shall cease operations, a thought which I shall elaborate in a surplus, from which perhaps there would be a gain, the sur
moment. These carefully safeguarded provisions were not in plus being sold a little later, when the market was hungry. It 
the bill last year with the same fullness and completeness that might be held for a few weeks, or ·a few months, or for the 
they are in the bill now pending before the Senate. period of a year. 

An advisory board is created by this measure. It has a 
fourfold function that was not in the bill last year. This ad- Let me illustrate to the Senator from Ohio: It might be that 
visory board determines, along with ·these farm organizations under the loan provisions of the bill the board could loan to 
and cooperative associations, when the board shall operate and some cooperative organization $10,000,000 to withhold a quan
when the equalization fee shall be applied. They shall assist tity of wheat that seemed to depress the market, and thereby, 
in the determination of when the board shall cease its opera- after it was withdrawn, permit the domestic price to go to the 
tions. They shall ad\ise with the board, imparting such in- point where it would go on account of economic pressure 
formation as they may glean from their contacts with their created by the removal of the surplus. 
fellow farmers. It is not one advisory board of seven; it is a This cooperative organization might hold that wheat for 
board of seven related to each commodity upon which the three months and sell it at a profit. There would be a gain 
board operates. If the commodity is wheat, the advisory board there, a gain IJ;lOre than equal to the penalty imposed by the 
will be selected from the wheat sections of the country. If the 4 per cent interest. Consequently, there would be no loss 
commodity upon which the board is to operate shall be cotton, in that case. But of course if there is a loss, and that loss 
the members will be selected from the several Federal farm should be largely incident to selling the surplus in the market 
districts in which cotton is raised. The same applies to corn where world competition enters and fixes the price, there would 
a.nd hogs and rice. That provision is inserted for the purpose be a loss, and of course it would be necessary to impose the 
of protecting the farmers from precipitous action by the board equalization fee, a situation which the board would determine 
or the application of an equalization fee when a majority of prior to the commencement of operations. 
the farmers of the country do not want such a fee levied. Mr. :F1ESS. Suppose, in the case of cotton or wheat, the 

This bill makes the imposition of the equalization fee per- advisory council did not desire to suffer this loss, and would 
missive, to a great extent, and not compulsory. Before the not vote to impose the equalization fee. What then would 
equalization fee can be laid upon any commodity it is necessary, happen? 
first, for the board to find, after a careful survey and investi- Mr. McNARY. There would not be any operation by the 
gation, that there is in the country an excess of some basic board. 
commodity over domestic needs or requirements. Mr. FESS. But suppose they do not ; who would make up 

'l'hey must also find that there is a surplus above the require- the loss? 
ments for orderly marketing. They must further find, before Mr. McNARY. If they do not operate, there would be no loss 
they can impose an equalization fee, that a substantial number and no gain. If I do not go down town and spend a dollar, I 
of the farm organizations and cooperative associations favor have my dollar yet. I have been trying to ex.""Plain, and I hope 
the imposition of the equalization fee. Before the board can to the satisfaction of some of those who have been kln(l 
proceed they must find that this advisory board, which is enough to listen to me, the care with which we have surrounded 
composed of those interested in the particular commodity upon the imposition of the equalization fee which so many timiu 
which there is a threat to impose this equalization fee, is in men have said was not practicable and not within the pro
favor of its imposition. visions of the Constitution. · The board can only operate 

If the advisory board should protest against it, and a sub- after these safeguards ha\e all been applied and not until all 
stantial number of organizations representing the producers of those interested in the basic agricultural commodities ha\e 
the commodity and cooperative organizations should protest expressed their willingness that the board should function. 
against the imposition of the fee, it can not be laid, irrespec- If there is no functioning of the board, there is no loss. If 
tlve of the fact that there may be in the country a stifling and the board does function and there is a loss, it is taken through 
depressing surplus. the medium of the equalization fee from those who receive the 

Further, before the fee can be laid, -the bill requires action benefits. 
by a majority of the members who compose the Federal farm Mr. BROUSS~RD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
board, one being chosen from each of the Federal land-bank Mr. McNARY. I yield. 
districts, making representation thoroughly equitable through- Mr. BROUSSARD. Just for the purpose of being sure that 
out the cormtry. I have followed the Senator I desire to ask a question. The 

Again, before the fee can be imposed upon the producers, it Senator was proceeding to illustrate by using the cotton ter
is neces~ary that the members of the farm-loan board repre- ritory where there would be seven members. I wish to pro
senting Federal land-bank districts which, in the aggregate, 

1 

pound a question which I shall apply to I'ice, for instance. 
produced during the preceding crop year more than 50 per cent Mr. McNARY. Very well. 
of such commodity, shall \Ote to impose the fee. Mr. BROUSSARD. Louisiana, Texas, Arkansas, and Cali-

Let us take cotton, for instance. Of those on the board there l fornia are rice-producing States. Louisiana finds itself in the 
will be members from severhl Federal farm land-bank districts Atlantic system. · It would be represented there by one member 
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of the board as is provided under the terms of the bill. Before 
an equalization fee--

Mr. McNARY. ·wm the Senator permit me to interrupt him 
for an inquiry? Is he speaking of the Federal land-bank 
districts? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I understand there was to be a repre
sentative of the board from each of the districts. 

Ur. McNARY. The Federal land-bank districts. There is 
one in New Orleans. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Then, we would have a member there? 
Mr. McNARY. Yes. 
Mr. BROUSSARD. Am I to understand that before the 

equalization fee can be imposed. the rice growers would have 
the privilege of expressing themselves a to whether or not they 
would want to be taxed for that purpose or have a fee levied 
upon their product? . 

Mr. Mc~ARY. They have the power that will cause the board 
to function or prevent it from functioning under the terms of 
the bill. 

l\lr. BROUSSARD. That is expressed through the farm 
organizations? 

'iir. McNARY. That is in two provisions. One requires a 
favorable vote of those members of the board who represent 
districts where rice is grown. The other requires the action of 
the advi~ory counsel of five representing rice producers before 
the fee may be imposed. 

1\Ir. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. McNARY. Gladly. 
Mr. LENROOT. Am I correct or not in the understanding 

that if the surplus control feature is applied at all to rice, the 
fee must then be imposed, but it can only be applied to rice at 
all with the consent of the majority? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. That is what I was trying to find out. 
Mr. McNARY. Oh, yes. I am discussing when it can be 

applied and under what circumstances. I concede, and every
one must concede, that when the act is done, if it is done, the 
liability at that time attaches. 

Mr. President, I come now to another provision which I 
mention now largely as a matter of courtesy to the suggestion 
of my friend from Ohio [Mr. FEss], because be first suggested 
the idea or some one suggested it to him. It was contained in 
what was known as the Fess bill of last year. 

The surplus control bill of last year did not provide a fund 
that might be used to loan to cooperative organizations to take 
care of the stll'pluses. All of the $250,000,000 carried in the 
present bill could be loaned by the board. It is possible for the 
board to employ the $250,000,000 provided in the bill fm the pur
po. ·e of loaning to cooperative associations, to take care of the 
surpluses. Let me repeat that the bill does not interfere with 
any part of the crop save the surplus. 

Many have the idea that we are projecting an instrument 
here which will ab:olutely dominate the law of supply and de
maud and will interrupt the flow of commerce. That is not so 
at all. It only functions when there is a surplus. 

The bill provides that this money, or any sum of money agree
able to the judgment of the board, may be loaned to cooperative 
associations who are attempting to take care of the surplus of 
any commodity, not only those mentioned here but all as basic 
commodities. \Ve have broadened the scope of the bill. The 
farm organizations realize that the bill proposed as a substitute 
for the one we voted on last year as presented by the Senator 
from Ohio [1\ir. FEss] contained one feature that might well 
be engrafted into this bill. I think it is a strong feature of the 
measure. 

There might be organizations having in their possession agri
cultural commodities which are not mentioned in the bill and 
which are in need of help. Upon application· of those organi
zations the Federal Farm Loan Board may loan money to them 

tion companies rightly, and even more so than the ginner, will 
report the application of the fee on cotton. 

Mr. President, other changes have been made which do not 
at this time occur to me, but all are less important than tlle 
main ones which I have discussed; While I should like to pro
ceed until 4 o'clock, at which time we are to vote on the milk 
importation bill, I desire to follow the thought suggested by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS]. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. McNARY. Gladly. 
Mr. CURTIS. I think the Senator has explained the changes 

which I desired to have him explain. I would in this connection 
like to have him add a few words, if he will, unless he has 
it in some other part of his explanation which he intends to 
make, with reference to the effect of the contracts with the 
packers, millers, and others. As I read the measure, there is a 
guaranty against loss to those people, because a contract is 
made with them, but whatever they do they get paid for and 
the loss eventually comes from the producer of the article. I 
may be mistaken about it, but that is the conclusion I reached 
from reading the bill. 

Mr. McNARY. I can not criticize the deduction. It was 
made last year, I think, by the Senator from Missouri, l\1r. 
1Villiams. Anyone knows that the board itself can not do 
the desiJ.'able things neces:o;a ry to administer the law. The 
board must operate through existing agencies, and if none ex
ists must create the agency. Hence, with the desire of not 
disturbing normal conditions or institutions which have grown 
up through the perilous years of sh·ife and competition, it is 
natural to suppose the board will enter into a contract with the 
big packers or with an independent packer to slaughter the 
hogs. It is supposed the board will enter into contracts with 
the millers to process the grain or grind the wheat into :flour. 
There is no guaranty to the miller against loss by reason of 
fluctuation in price. He is guaranteed against loss upon the 
service which he renders, and that is all. 

Mr. CURTIS. I think the Senator misunderstood my ques
tion. My under~tanding was, of course, that a contract would 
be made with the miller and others-a contract which would 
prevent a loss to him unless he was a very poor business man. 

Mr. McNARY. Of course. 
Mr. CURTIS. But the conclusion I reached from the state

ment made by the Senator a moment ago was that the change 
in the bill in regard to the deduction of the equalization fee 
from the man who produces the article to the man who 
processes it, like the packer, was that the packer or the miller 
paid the fee, and my idea was that it is charged back to the 
original producer under the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. l\IcNARY. I said that, but I used the additional lan
guage that the deduction and cost therefor was reflected in the 
less price the producer receives for the commodity which he 
sells. It is true and proper that when the board enter into a 
contract with the cooperative organizations they do guarantee 
them against loss for handling whatever commodity they may 
serve. That is paid out of the . equalization . fund which is 
created by the equalization fee, and the first contribution to 
that CO]]les from the revolving fund out of the Treasury of the 
United States. 

On this phase of the question I have occupied an hour. i: 
had promised the Senator from Utah [Mr. KING] to give way 
at 3 o'clock. I am exceedingly regretful that I did not keep my 
promise. If he desires to discuss the milk importation bill, 
which is to be voted upon by unanimous consent at 4 o'clock, I 
yield the :floor to him, and I shall hope to have an opportunity 
to go forward on another day with what I have to say on the 
farm relief bill. 

IMPORTATION OF MILK AND CREAM 

at tl1e rate of 4 per cent per annum to take care of their sur- The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
plus by withholding it for orderly marketing. That is a feature 11768) to regulate the importation of milk and cream into the 
in the bill which mal.:es it more liquid and liberalizes its terms United States for the purpose of promoting the dairy industry 
and broadens its scope Qf action and which, in my opinion, very of the United States and protecting the public health. 
much betters the bill. 1\Ir. KING. l\Ir. President, the so-called milk bill has so 

l\Ir. President, there is another change in the measure. We many iniquities, and will be followed by consequences of so 
do not take from the producer an equalization fee that may be evil a character, that I am unwilling to permit it to pass with
imposed by the board. 'l'he product marketed, when it reaches out further voicing my objection to it. It was rushed through 
the processors, the miller, the transportation company, and so the other branch of Congress without, as I am advised, a full 
forth, pays that equalization fee, so, of course, the reduction is understanding of its provisions. It was reported to the Senate 
reflected in the price the producer receives for his commodity. and placed upon the calendar, and would have passed without 
It takes away the annoying feature of dealing with the pro- notice or discussion whateYer, except for a casual remark 
ducer. It prevents direct dealing with him and reduces to the which I overheard, as I was leaving the Chamber to attend an 
minimum the number who may pay the fee. If the slaughtering important committee meeting. This precipitated some debate 
of hogs is done by the independent packers or by some of the and caused the bill to be held in the Senate for several weeks. 
big packers or by some agency established by the board, they As Senators became aware of its provisions, growing opposition 
will report the fee to the Go\ernment. The processors or the developed, and instead of the bill passing without objection, it 
miller will report the fee in respect of wheat. The transporta- 1 now encounters some obstacles. 
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I confess to profound regret when I find so many Senators 

aYowing their purpose to •ote fo1· a measure such as this. I 
am surprised to find upon the other side of the aisle a number 

· of Senators, among them the able Senator from Connecticut 
[:Mr. BINGHAM], who have earnestly and eloquently opposed the 
creation of ~"ederal bureaus and have pleaded for the mainte
nance of the rights of the States against usurpation by the 
Federal Government, gi\ing their support to a bill which creates 
another Federal bureau, requires additional appropriations 
from the ~"'ederal Treasury, '"·bicb will increase until they reach 
hundreds of thousands of dollars annually, and which will im
pair the rights of the States and interfere with their political 
l:mbdivisions exercising rightful authority possessed by them 
under our for.m of government. 

I do not expect many of my Republican friends to defend 
local self-government or individual rights. They lend them
selve:-: to paternalistic measures which inbinge upon the rights 
of ~:>overeign States and are calculated to undermine their in
tegrity. The sweeping and powerful movement in favor of a 
coMolidation in the Federal Government of all governmental 
power::; receives strength and support from the Republican 
Party and unfortunately finds some Democrats who are not 
ave-rse to permitting Federal encroachments, particularly where 
Federal appropriations are made for purely local purpose::; and 
to relie\e States and local communities of burdens and re. ·pon
sibilities which rest upon them. 

If our dual form of government shall be preserred, the States 
must be preserved. The States must maintain their \itality 

_ and be secure against Federal in\asion, whether voluntarily 
~ought by the people or illegally accomplished by the National 
Government. We should not forget the words of Lincoln in his 
first message to Congress: 

To maintain inviolate the rights of the States to order and control, 
under the Constitution, 'their own affairs by their own judgment, and 
ex:dusively, is essential for the preservation of that balance of power 
on which our institutions rest. 

Mr. P1·esident, the evidences are unmistakable that the Ameri
can people evince but little inte1·est in fundamental questions 
relating to government. They seem indifferent to the phi
losophy of government; indeed, there seems to be no under
standing that philoso.PhY or rational and fundamental principles 
have any part in government or go\ernmental policies. 

Occasionally there is some exuberant but meaningless dis
cus~ion about the " science of go\ernment and political prob
lems " ; but many political leaders, as well as many of the 
people, bestow no serious thought to the problems and phi
losophy and theory of government. The doctrine of expediency 
has many followers, and principles are sacrificed to temporary 
triumphs or supposed transitory material advantages. There is 
in t11e land a spirit of di<;content and of resentment against 
1·ules aud regulations and law and discivline. This spirit per
meates our political life, influences the social organism, and 
infects the religion· life of the people. It is more than a spirit 
of agnosticism-which doubts all things, which repudiates the 
certitudes which have guided the past. It is essentially icono
clastic and challenges the past and the present and seeks to 
undermine and destroy superstructures of beauty and strength 
and protection which have been erected in various fields of hu
man thought and endeavor by noble and patriotic men and 
women whose servic-es to the cause of humanity are of inestimable 
value. This spirit lends itself to materialism and denies the 
influence and the permanence of moral and spilitual forces. In 
this view there i'3 nothing worthy of preserYation ; there are no 
precedents which should be followed, no lessons to be deri.ed 
from the pages of the past. 

The communists of Russia were caught within tbe swirling 
grasp of this destructive influence, and the sorrows of Russia 
were intensified and their tragedies made more somber as this 
malignant spirit encompassed the land. This influence is to be 
distinguished from that fine spirit which has animated the real 
leaders of the past-those who have sought truth for truth's sake 
and who have recognized that in this little world of ours, as in 
the o\erarching skies, there are principles and truths, spiritual 
and moral, which are endm·ing, and the possession and applica
tion of which in our political institutions and in the social 
organism will produce justice and 1ighteousness to be enjoyed 
as the common inhelitance of all. 

Those who laid the foundation of this Government were stu
dents of political institutions, and they believed that under a 
democratic government, such as that which they established, 
the highest felicity could be obtained by man. They had wit
nessed the evils of autocratic power and had· been the victims 
of a tyrannous paternalism and bureaucracy. They were de
termined that the principles announced in the Declaration of 
Independence should be the basis of the governments to be 

established by them. Recognizing tile importance of the letter 
of the law, they desired to be quickened by the spirit of the law. 
They sought to establish governments and institutions under 
which liberty and justice and equal opportunity would be en
joyed by all. They believed that all power rested with the 
people and that the inalienable rights with which individuals 
were endowed might not be invaded, but should be protected 
from evil influences and from centralizing and autocratic forees. 

They set up republics which were denominated sovereign 
~t~~es. Perceiving the necessity of a central government, with 
hm1ted powers, they a(]opted the Constitution of the United 
States. They recognized that the vast domain extendin(T from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific would some day become a part"" of the 
United States of America. The Revolutionary poet, Philip 
Freneau, foresaw the time when, beyond the Mississippi great 
States would art~e-- ' 

No less in power than Greece and Rome ; 
Possessing statesmen, poets, sages, chiefs. 

The struggle for the establishment of SO\ereign States and 
a National Government constitutes one of the most o-Jorious 
epics in the history of the world ; but it will be a "'greater 
struggle to preserve the Goy-erlllllent and the institutions which 
their ::::acrifices established. History furnishes many parallels 
and examples to which we can look for guidance. After louo
centuries of oppression, mental and physical, the day (]awned 
when the light burst upon the world. But liberty has been ever 
the object of attack by malevolent forces which lurk along 
the pathway of human progress. Lord Byron found many 
precedents to justify his rather gloomy and melancholy pre
diction when, in speaking of society and governments, be stated 
that when people obtained freedom, then "came wealth, vice 
corruption, barbarism at last, and history with all her vol: 
umes hath but one page." 

No sooner were the soy-ereign States organized and the Fed
eral Go\ernment established than the malign in.fluence;.; which 
bad brought so much woe and sorrow to the world, attacked
not always openly, but nevertheless persi tently-the truetures 
which our fathers had erected. The possession of a priceless 
jewel imposes the llighest vigilance for its protection. Thieves 
will attempt to break in and steal it away. It is the same 
with the rich inheritance of democratic institutions, anu J)Oliti
cal, civil, and religious liberty. But men are usually more 
concerned in the protection of property and gold and precious 
stones than they are in the preserration of liberty and justice. 
There are those who belie\e that democracy breeds "the cult 
of incompetence," using the words of the distinguished French
man Emile Faguet. At any rate, it does not always de\elop 
that spirit of vigilance which must constantly be armed if the 
treasures of freedom and democracy are not stolen n way. 
There is wanton neglect by many persons of wealth and edu
cation in the study of our political institutions. As a result, 
political intrigues and evil forces confederate together aml 
often seize control of political units from the smnllest city to 
the very Capital of the Federal Government. 

Demagogues combine and put forth false propaganda to in
flame the passions of the people, or to arouse their fears and 
credulity, that evil measures may be canied forward and un
American and destructive policies put into execution. The 
greatest present-day danger is found in the nation-wide propa
ganda by demagogues and persons ignorant of our form of 
GovPrnment, which seeks to clestroy the sovereignty of the 
States and to constitute the Federal Government an omnipotent 
power whose authority shall extend to individuals and States, 
and may not be challenged by either. 

The growth of paternalism and bureaucracy in the United 
States must excite in the minds of patriotic Americans the 
most gloomy forebodings as to the futm·e of this Republic. 
Bureaucracy, if unrestrained, will lead either to socialism or 
to an oligarchy of wealth or an oppressive political powe1·. 
There are many Americans who effect to believe that there are 
no dangers besetting this Republic and that it is secure for 
all time. Those entertaining that view reveal their ignorance 
of history and their utter lack of knowledge of the elements 
and forces operating in human society now as in the pa. t. 

'l'here are forces in tbe social organism as indestructible as 
the power of gravitation. Humanity is in a condition of flux; 
is like a pilgl'im seeking the city of God, beset upon all sides by 
powerful and relentless foes. The city may he reached, but 
only by those possessing stout hearts and true faith, and fidel
ity to the moral and spiritual truths which, like heavenly 
visitors, are ever ready to point the way of salvation. 

Mr. Godkin, that brilliant writer, in his Problems of :Uodern 
Democracy discusses some of the questions which I have so 
imperfectly alluded to. I recall that he refers to the power 
l'Ossessed by some, who, exer~ising the right of franchise, are 
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often stimulated by envy, or antisocial passions, and that often of humanity-are regarded by this class as either nonexistent 
demagogues, and those who would fasten an urid and deadly or so inapplicable as to require governmental interposition for 
form of socialism upon the people, inflame these passions and their extinction. Officials of the mentality referred to, and 
promote measures and policies at variance with individual others possessing like views, would permit no individual liberty 
liberty, the maintenance of local self-government and the and can not conceive of any orderly growth and development. 
preservation of the Republic. Miracles must be wrought in their new in the lives of in-

Senators may recall the caustic criticism of some of the legis- viduals and nations. Traditions, environment, individual idio
lation enacted by Congress, uttered by former Congressman syncrasies, immutable laws that lie at the base of human 
Charles N. Fowler, who was for years chairman of the Bank- progress, they neither recognize nor approve. The reserved 
ing Committee of the House. In an address delivered a num- rights of the people, the powers conferred upon the States of 
ber of years ago, he stated that there are laws upon our the union, and the limitations imposed upon the Federal Gov
statute books affecting our finances and currency which are ernment are not only no ~dmonition against the exercise of 
clearly and purely the result of uneconomic thought and such arbitrary authority, but any claim that such rights and powers 
as would not have passed, but for necessity, ignorance, or must be preserved is treated with contumely and reproach. 
political cowardice. Lack of uniformity is regarded as detrimental to progress. 

Mr. President, I fear that legislation relating to many other This is the spirit which seeks conformity to a crudely neb-
subjects has resulted from political cowardice and ignorance, ulous ideal type. The theory is that uniformity of thought 
and from a most ignoble and ugly form of political expediency. and action, the conformation of conduct to arbitrary rule and 

The Constitution is a sealed book to many Americans. They I standard, are productive of the best results and will secure an 
do not care to open the volume, nor to be guided by its pro- ideal ci1ilization. It may be said that most tyrants and 
visions. We have boasted of the American judiciary and have despots have claimed the·same objective. 
claimed that our judges have been men of learning, of purity, 1\fr. President, we have to-day a multitude of people who turn 
and of devotion to the legal principles upon which our system from the development of self, from the determination to grow 
of jurisprudence rests, and to the most exalted spirit of justice. and expand and to be differentiated from the mass around, and 
We read of charges that in some countries the courts are cor- regard the Federal Government as the source of all light and 
rupt that their decisions result from caprice or favoritism or power and the arbiter of their destinies. Society is not a 
expe'diency. Legislative bodies should be as free from preju- protoplasmic mass. We want no form of government that 
dice or extraneous influences or from expediency as are the crushes individualism and reduces the Government to a col
courts. They should seek the underlying principles of our loidal state. The chief glory of the American people is found 
Government, and shape their legislative course by the Consti- in the fact that·the men and women of this land have developed 
tution and those principles of justice which must animate and to a high degree the spirit of self-initiative. 'Vbatever strength 
guide a people, if freedom shall endure. the Nation possesses arises from the strength of the indi1iduals 

Our fathers, as I have stated, familiar with the history of the within the Nation. 
past, sought to establish a government that would be free from Mr. President, local self-government lies at the very founda
the evils and practices which had brought so many nations to tion of a free country. The ide~l of local self-government is 
premature ends. But many students of political institutions one of our most precious heritages. It is the school in which 
see in our Republic, as they have seen in the republics of an- self-control, independence, and liberty are bred. This is not 
tiquity, many of the practical aspects and elements which create a question of bringing to life a dead State-rights doctrine. It 
as sodden and sordid abuse of political power as has existed in is dealing with a fundamental principle of political science. 
the past. Mr. Huxley declared that up to this time-- It is by no means a dead issue. On the contrary, no student 

The progress of such republics as have been established in the world 
has not been such as to lead to any confident expectation that their 
foundation is laid on a sufficiently secure subsoil of public spirit, 
morality, and intelligence. On the contrary, they exhibit examples of 
personal corruption and of political profligacy as fine as any hotbed of 
despotism has ever produced, while they fail in the primary duty of the 
administration of justice as none but an effete despotism has ever failed. 

This criticism, Mr. President, is severe--indeed, savage-but 
there are those who will wonder whether it can be successfully 
refuted. I appreciate, Mr. President, that what I am saying 
will be regarded as academic and wholly irrelevant to the bill 
which is now under consideration. It is regarded by some as 
quite inappropriate to di8cuss constitutional morality, the rights 
of the States, individual liberty, the question of whether pro
posed measures are in harmony with the letter and spirit of the 
Constitution, and will promote the welfare of the people. 

The visionary scheme that promises an appropriation from 
the Treasury or the setting up of a new Federal agency wi_th 
unlimited authority to promulgate rules and regulations to deal 
with a fancied evil are regarded as of paramount importance, 
and any appeals to "the law or to the prophets," or to the 
experiences of the past, or to the philosophy of Government 
are treated with derision here and elsewhere. If an evil, real 
or imaginary, exists in our political or social life, the apostles 
of the " cult of incompetence" and those who believe in the 
magic touch of bureaucracy immediately rush to Congress and 
demand legislation. 'l'hey beat the bushes and organize socie
ties to stimulate public support for foolish, half-baked, and 
oftentimes heretical and socialistic measures. No inconsider
able part of Federal and State legislation is the product of influ
ences, forces, and organizations of the character just referred to. 

And so we find persons clothed with governmental authority, 
and many not in official positions, who seek to cure all the ills 
of society by some legislative fiat or decree. 

The idea of reform and growth and progress by the applica
tion of natural laws is scouted. Arbitrary power, usurpation, 
and ruthless destruction of the individual and his rights are not 
only justified but approved. I sometimes think that this spirit 
is akin to that which manifests itself in lynch law. 

Mr. President, there are those to whom any form of govern
ment is obnoxious. By drastic penal statutes they would con
trol the habits and appetites of individuals and deny freedom 
of thought or liberty of action. They deny the competency of 
individuals to govern themselves. Natural and normal condi
tions-conditions that flow from the sure evolutiQn and progress 

of public affairs can fail to see that the question of the relation 
of State functions to Federal control is one of the most vital 
problems in our body politic. These United States cover a vast 
territory. From ocean to ocean and from the Lakes to the Gulf 
may be found almost every variety of soil and climate. Physi
cal environment and historic~! tradition baye given rise to a 
diversity of custom and manner. thought and speech. The 
occupation of the people of the different sections are character
ized by fundamental and permanent differences. While we are 
essentially one people along broadly nationalistic lines, one 
II)eets with a variety of local conditions and habits of life as 
one journeys from Maine to Califomia or from Key West to 
Oregon. This v:ery diversity makes local government essential 
to justice. · 

Mr. Harold J. Laski bas written with a fine appreciation of 
the problems of government, and in l!is admirable work entitled, 
The Problem of Sovereignty, he declares that-

Everywhere we have diversity, plurality. It seems, indeed, time to 
admit its existence. It is really difficult to understand what special 
merit attaches to unity. Germany points proudly to the complete 
absence of differences among her citizens. Contempt is openly expressed 
for a country like the United States, where diversity of opinion is most 
clearly apparent. 

He states that there is real moral insufficiency in any theory 
of the State which impresses UDon its numbers the need for any 
consistent uniformity of outlook, and continues-

We prefer a country where the sovereignty is distributed, where the 
richness of the corporate lives is insurance against such sterility of 
outlook. • The price of liberty is exactly divergence of opin
ion on fundamental questions. 

1\Ir. President, during the World War the Federal Govern
ment exercised powers which are denied it in peace times. 
'Vhen peace came we were unwilling that the authority exer
cised by the Government under these· war powers should be 
relinquished. It was insisted that the Federal Government 
should be an overlord and take over authority which belong to 
the States and superimpose upon individuals authority which is 
not consonant with individual liberty, and with the letter and 
spirit of the Constitution under our institutions. 

.Judge Henry Wade Rogers admonished us of the dangers of 
the centralizing forces of the hour. He declared that the ques
tion is not whether tbe States will destroy tl1e National Govern
ment but whether the National Government shall be permitted 
to destroy the States. 
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Senators wiil recall that it was the fear of these latter conse
quences that led many of the great leaders like Samuel Adams 
and John H ancock and Clinton and Patrick Henry to withhold 
their assent to the ratification of the Constitution. If the 
Union is indestructible, then the States must be indestructible. 

l\Ir. Presiuent, Professor Thompson, of the University of 
Wiscon in, in his work on Federal centralization, refers to the 
depressing influence upon the people if tbe Government is too 
far removed from them. He declares that-

Democracy is more than a form of government. It is an ideal. The 
feelin g among the citizens that the Government is their Government, in 
which they have a vital interest, is the soul of a democracy. Where the 
Government becomes too far removed the interest of the people in their 
Government begins to wane, because their interests nearer to them take 
precedence in their minds. 

It is difficult to see how democracy in government can remain a vital 
thing unless the individuality and autonomy of local governmental 
institutions is retained in which people can take an interest, where they 
can have personal contact with the leaders, and where "they can see the 
actual results of democracy. Without thia the demos becomes disin
t l• rcsted, and a democracy with a ~interested demos is probably less 
fortunate tl:ian a despotism with a benevolent despot. 

He declares that centralization in large states is not adapted 
to meet the requirements for governmental supervision that 
modern industry entails, and that all attempts in the United 
Kingdom-

to reconcile centralized control with a degree of local autonomy has 
been an ever-recurring problem in legislation during the last century. 

It is to be noted that this problem is being solved by home 
rule, local autonomy, indeed, practically independence being 
given to the former British dominions. Decentralization, Mr. 
President, is taking place in many governments. It is an 
anachronism that in the United States C('ntralizing forces 
should be so powe1·fully operated. 

.l\Ir. President, a few moments ago I expressed my surprise 
that Republican Senators who have spoken eloquently in be
half of tbe rights of the States are found supporting the bill 
before us, and my surprise and disappointment have been 
greater at the position taken by a number of Senators upon 
this side of the Chamber. I have upon a number of occasions 
stated that the high mission of the Democratic Party was to 
preserve individual rights and local self-government. In Na
tional and State conventions Democrats have for nearly a hun
dred years, declared their :fidelity to the principles of Jefferson. 
Tbe Democratic Party has been the party of the people, the 
party that sought to protect individual rights, that stood 
against the advancing forces of destructive Federalism which 
sought to destroy individual rights and the sovereignty of tlle 
States. It has been the guardian and protector of liberty and 
the ark of the covenant. If it betrays the people, if it permits 
them to be trampled upon by a powerful consolidated govern
ment and the States to be robbed of their sovereign powers, if 
it joins with Republicans in undermining the Constitution and 
supports measures and policies belonging to- the category of 
class legislation and special privileges, it is no longer worthy to 
hold the banner which Jefferson unfurled, and which for more 
than a century and a quarter has led in storm and tempest and 
peace, the forces which were supporting constitutional govern
ment and those immortal principles which must find eA-pres
sion in this Republic, if its life shall be prolonged. The Demo
cratic Party in its last national convention adopted a plank 
which reads as follows: 

We tlemand that the States of the Union shall be preserved in all 
their vigor and power. They constitute a bulwark against the cen
tralizing tendencies of the Republican Party. We condemn the efforts 
of the Republican adminis tration to natii>nalize the functions and duties 
of the Stutes. We oppose the extension of bureaucracy, the creation of 
unncce,.~ary bureans and Federal agencies, and the multiplication of 
offices and officeholders. We demand a revival of the spirit of local 
self-government essen tial to the preservation of the free institutions of 
our Republic. 

Mr. President, I bad the honor to draft this plank and it 
recei-red the unanimous support of the representatives of the 
Democratic Party. It announced no new doctrine. It an
nounced a political truth, accepted by that party since the date 
of its birth. Unfortunately, fundamental principles upon which 
the Democratic Party rests are not always preserved, and legis
lation is often supported by Democrats which, in my opinion, 
is not only not jus tified, but is violative of the cardinal prin
ciples and long-accepted faith of the party of Jefferson and 
Jackson and Wilson. 

l\Ir. President, I proceed now to a brief discussion of the bill 
under consideration. There is no demand for the enactment of 
this measure, except by a few dairy and milk producers' organi
zations in a limited number of States. I submit that a dispas
sionate examination of the facts will establish that these organ
izations are interested in increasing the price of milk and 
cream, and creating, so far as within their power, a monopoly, 
actual or potential, in respect of these essential food commodi
ties. They are also interested in forcing their products into the 
State of New York and certain New England States. To accom
plish the latter result they are seeking to prev-ent the importa
tion of milk fi·om Canada, thus limiting the required supply, 
particularly in the large cities of New York, Massachusetts, and 
Connecticut. 

This bill, it is believed, will materially reduce the importation 
of milk and cream from Canada, if it does not effectually operate 
as an embargo upon their importation. 

I have been advised that these organizations have maintained 
a lobby in Washington for some time to secure the pa sage of 
thi bill. This charge bas been made heretofore, and so far as 
I can learn bas not been denied. I have a list of members of 
this organization, and it shows that 31 associations, found prin
cipally in Michigan, Iowa, Ohio, Wisconsin, and Illinois, consti
tute its membership. Efforts made by some of the producers ot 
milk in several of the States referred to to introduce their prod
uct into the State of New York resulted in a number of arrests 
and convictions, because the milk and cream shipped to New 
York for sale anu consumption did not measure up to the 
standards of purity required by the State and by the city of 
New York. 

Apparently this angered the o:J;ganizations lobbying for this 
legislation, and they, by way of retaliation, have organized to 
procure the enactment of the bill before us. It is obvious that 
if this bill becomes a law importers of Canadian milk into the 
United States, even though the milk producers of Canada meet 
the standards prescribed by the bill, as well a s the requirements 
of the various municipalities and Sta tes in this country, will be 
prevented from shipping their product into this country. As I 
shall show before concluding, the bureaucratic authority given 
to the Department of Agriculture and exerci -eu as bm·eaucratic 
authority usually is exercised, and in the future will be exer
cised, will interpose obstacles thnt \\ill make the sale of Cana
dian milk in the United States almost impossible. 

Of course, this will increase tbe monopolistic power of the 
organizations back of this bill and raise the price of milk and 
cream to the American consumers, and particularly to the 
millions of people in New York City, Boston, and other metro
politan c·ities. 

This is a bill to create a monopoly of one of the prime neces
sities of life and to entrench such monopoly in a number of 
States bordering upon the Great Lakes and in New England. 
It is a monopoly which will injuriously affect millions of babes 
and little children in the centers of population within the cities 
referred to. It will make milk and cream scarcer and incr·ease 
the prices in many instances beyond the capacity of hundreds 
of thousands, if not millions, of working people to purchase the 
same to nourish and sustain their children. Any legislation 
that attacks tbe home, that deprives women and children of 
nourishment and of proper food, is to be condemned. 

It has been avowed upon the floor of the Senate during 
debate that this bill would increase the price of milk and 
cream; that that was one of the reasons for its passage; and 
that if by organization and legislation the prices of milk and 
cream could be increased, it was a desideratum wortlly of 
attainment. 

Health experts and doctors of eminence have demonstrated 
how important it · is for the health and life of infants and 
childTen that an adequate supply of milk and cream and butter 
should be provided. The war-stricken countlies of Europe fur
nish to-day millions of living examples of the terrible results 
following the denial of milk products to the little children dur
ing and immediately following the World War. Statistics show 
that hundreds of thousands died from lack of milk, and the 
millions of children who sm·vived still suffer; and their health 
will be more or less impaired during their lives owing to 
malnutrition and the impossibility of obtaining milk. 

This bill is aimed at the health-indeed, the lives-of infants 
and little children. If it is enacted into law it may be re 'pon
sible for the death of many children whose fathers and mothers, 
because of their lack of means, will be unable to provide for 
them the food imperatively required for their health and 
welfare. 

But this is the day when trusts and monopolies dominate our 
industrial and economic life. They control State legislatures 
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and stand unafraid in the presence of the Congress of the 
United States. The Sherman antitrust law or the Clayton Act 
are almost forgotten, and the law-enforcing agencies of the 
Government, National and State, slumber while powerful mo
nopolies and predatory interests confederate and consp~re to 
exploit the people. The organizations of giant monopolies and 
trusts in industrial lines encourage like organizations in every 
branch of our economic life. The greater part of the wealth 
of the country is controlled by corporations, most of which 
form combinations in restraint of trade and organizations to 
increase prices, and often to diminish production. 

The results of these illegal combinations are found in the 
constant interruptions of the natural laws of supply and de
mand and in the artificial stimulation of prices, which inju
riously affect the great mass of the people. 

The milk-producing organizations behind this measure, as well 
as certain other dairying interests in the United States, are not 
satisfied with the tariff which they imposed upon certain agri
cultural products ; and in the tariff act of 1922 they procured 
the imposition of a tariff of 2% cents per gallon upon fresh 
milk and 20 cents per gallon upon cream. In the same section 
of the law it was provided that fresh or sour milk containing 
more than 7 per cent of butterfat shall be dutiable as cream. 
and cream containing more than 45 per cent of butterfat shall 
be dutiable as butter. 

The next section of the act laid a duty of 1 cent per pound 
on unsweetened condensed or evaporated milk, and if sweet
ened 1% cents per pound; and on all other milk, condensed or 
evaporated, the tariff was 1% cents per pound; whole-milk 
butter 3 cents per pound, cream powder 7 cents per pound, and 
skim-milk powder 1% cents per pound; and malted milk, and 
compounds or mixtures of or substitutes for milk and cream, 
20 per cent ad valorem. 

A tariff of 8 cents a pound was imposed upon butter and the 
same rate upon butter substitutes and oleomargarine. A 
tariff of 5 cents per pound was imposed upon chee e, but in 
no case was the tariff to be less than 25 per cent ad valorem. 
A tariff was laid upon eggs and poultry, fish, cattle, sheep, 
swine, and meats, fresh, prepared, or preserved. Not satis
fied with the tariff duties provided for milk and cream and 
butter the interests and combinations back of this bill have 
sought and are seeking to have the Tariff Commission, under 
the :flexible provisions of the act increase the duties by 50 
per cent. I submit, Mr. President, that the conduct of the or
ganizations pushing this bill is subject to just condemnation. 
They are not satisfied with the combination which has been 
effected to increa e prices, nor with the tariff which has been 
laid at their request, nor with the proposition to increase that 
tariff 50 per cent. And so, in order that their monopolistic 
control may be substantially complete, they drive through 
Congress a measure which is expected to prohibit the im
portation of any milk products into the United States. To ac
complish this end they demand that the Federal Government 
shall exercise an auth01ity which should be sparingly used 
and which in the present instance should be denied. Moreover, 
this measure foreshadows further legislation hostile to the 
rights of the States and their political subdivisions and is 
designed to circumscribe, if not defeat, their right to exercise 
their undoubted police powers. 

Mr. President, 1t is depressing to witness the efforts made 
by Congress to degrade, if not destroy, the States and to set 
up powerful bureaucratic Federal agencies to aid in the accom
plishment of that ignoble and sinister purpose. The sovereign 
States reserve to themselves in the Constitution the right to 
provide inspection laws and to execute them. They may, in the 
exercise of their police powers and their undoubted authority, 
prescribe standards of quality and purity for food commodities 
sold within their borders. They have the right to enact suitable 
laws for the inspection of food ·and to prohibit, under penalties, 
the sale of such articles of food as are not of the character 
and grade and standards of purity prescribed: And they may 
delegate to municipalities authority to pas~ inspection laws ap
plicable to articles of food intended for sale within such politi
cal subdivisions. That power the States possess and they 
should exercise it. It should not be abridged or interfered with 
by any congressional enactments. 

No State, so far as I can learn, has asked for this legislation, 
nor has any State claimed a lack of power to proyide and en
force the necessary laws for the inspection of food products 
and the protection of the health of its inhabitants. It is mani
fest, therefore, that the true object of this bill is not for the 
protection of the States, or the inhabitants thereof, or to pro
vide pure milk and cream or suitable milk an~ cream for the 
people. The bill is a fraud upon its face ; it is a deception and 

seeks the support of Congress and the approval of the people 
under false pretenses. It bears the attractive title of-

An act to rE-gulate the impot·tation of ruilk and cream into the United 
States for the purpose of promoting dairy interests of the United 
States and to protect the public health. 

.An accurate statement of the purpose of the bill would con
form to the suggestions which I made a few moments ago, that 
it is a bill in the interest of monopoly and tc compel the people, 
particularly in the large cities of New York, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, and a few other States, to pay exorbitant prices 
for milk and cream for their use and the sustenance of little 
children. 

The declaration that this bill is to protect the public health 
is neither sincere nor honest. One of the purposes for its 
passage; namely, to promote the dairy industry, is undoubtedly 
true, and that industry is to be promoted by increasing the 
price of milk and milk products to aid that industry in its 
monopolistic efforts to control and to increase the price of 
these food products. The evidence hows that 90 per cent or 
more of the milk and cream imported from Canada is used 
in the cities of New York and Boston. Neither the city nor 
the State of New York is asking for this legislation, nor is 
Boston nor Massachusetts. The States and the people in which 
nearly all of the milk and cream imported from Canada is used 
are opposed to this bill and implore Congress to defeat it. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. l\1r. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 

yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
1\fr. KING. I yield. 
1\fr. "T ALSH of Massachusetts. Confirming what the Sena

tor has said about this bill not being a bill the passage of 
which is requested or desired by the health authorities, I 
should like to read to the Senator an entirely unsolicited tele
gram which I have received within an hour. It is from the 
president of the Massachusetts Association of Boards of Health. 
That means the association of all the boards of health in all 
the cities and towns of the State. It is as follows: 

DEAR SIR: The Massachusetts Association of Boards of Health ur
gently requests you to do your utmost to defeat the Lenroot-Taber 
milk bill. Its passage would seriously affect this section. 

That is signed by the president of the State association. 
Now, who knows better how to protect th~ public health-the 
health authorities, or the dairymen who are seeking this 
legislation? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, this telegram confirms what I 
have said, and I might add that many letters and telegrams 
have been received by Senators from the authorities in va
rious cities in New York, Massachusetts, and other States 
protesting against the passage of this bill. 

I repeat that there are no complaints being made by health 
authorities in the cities to which 90 per cent of the Canadian 
milk and cream is being shipped; that these food products are 
not of the highest standard of purity and excellence and do 
not measure up to all of the requirements prescribed by State, 
municipal, and health authorities. This can not be said of 
the milk products shipped by some States into other States, 
~!though 10 per cent, or perhaps less, is not consumed in New 
York and Boston. So far as I can learn no complaints have 
been made that it is below the food and inspection and purity 
standards prescribed by the most exacting States and munici
palities in the United States; so this pretense that this bill is 
to protect the American people from impure milk and cream 
shipped into the United States from Canad,a is not only absurd, 
but untrue. 

Mr. President, legislation is often promoted by earnest and 
sincere people who do not know the facts, and for whom 
there might be some extenuation because of their ignorance. 
But what must be said with respect to this bill which a 
monopoly seeks to rivet upon the people in its own interests, 
but under the pretense that it is unselfishly and altruistically 
seeking their health and happiness and the welfare of the 
little children and the people of various sections of the United 
States? 

Mr. President, the overwhelming majority of the people of 
New York and Boston who buy the Canadian products referred 
to are working people ; their means are limited. They will be 
the victims of the monopolistic control of milk and cream. 
Their little babes will be the ones who will cry for milk when 
the grasp of the monopoly becomes all powerful. That is why 
the people of Boston and of New York and of the cities in which 
Canadian milk and cream are sold are opposed to this bill. 

I received a telegram a few days ago from Doctor Harris, 
the health commissioner of New York, in which he denounees 
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the pending measure. On the 27th of January he wrote a letter 
to Congressman BLOOM, who, as Senators know, is from New 
York City. I have his letter, which· reads as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER, 
Ne-w York, January B.+, 19!1. 

Hon. SOL BLOOM, Washington, D. 0. 
MY DEAR CoNGRESSMAN : I am grateful for your energetic action in 

behalf of the health interests not only of the city of New York but of 
other cities in the northeastern section of our country. I had no inti
mation of conditions when the Taber bill was rushed through the 
House. When Senator CoPELA.!'ID communicated with me, I asked him 
to use his influence tQ the utmost to prevent the passage of the Lenroot 
bill now before the Senate. It is greatly to be regretted, if for want of 
knowledge on my part of the rules of procedure of the Senate commit
tee, I am now to be deprived of the opportunity to voice the health 
needs of 6,000,000 people. 

I trust that it will be brought home to the Senate committee that 
this bill is a vicious and dangerous one, which will profit a few who 
are commercially interested but demoralizes our milk situation, which 
is none too well stabilized. I am eager to be heard in defense of the 
health interests of our community. 

I am told that some one testified before the Senate committee that he 
represented me. Please brand that statement as utterly unfounded. 
I expressed my views over the long-distance telephone to Senator COPE
LAND, but to no other person in Washington, who by any stretch of the 
imagination could oonceive himself to be delegated to speak as my 
representative. 

Very cordially yours, 
LoUIS I. HAIUUS, M. D., 

Oommissioner. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President--
Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 
Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator has been so kind as to refer to 

some of the efforts which I have made upon this floor to interest 
representatives of the different States in the rights of those 
States and in the rights of local self-government. · 

Mr. KING. And I was paying a sincere compliment to the 
Senator because of his able addresses upon that subject. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I appreciate that fact; but I should like to 
inquire of the Senator why, in his opinion, section 8 of the bill 
does not protect the rights of the States? That section 
provides: 

Nothing in this act is intended nor shall be construed to affect the 
powers of any State, or any political subdivision thereof, to regulate 
the shipment of milk or cream into, or the handling, sale, or other dis
position of milk or cream in, such State or political subdivision lifter 
the milk and/or cream shall have been lawfully imported under the 
provisions of tbis act. 

The Senator will agree with me, I am sure, that if the State 
of Connecticut desires to protect itself against milk and cream 
of a character which its own citizens are not allowed to pro
duce and sell, it can not make any laws to prevent their im
portation from a foreign country, but that must be done by the 
Congress. This bill does not interfere with the right of the 
State of Connecticut, so far as I can see, in the slightest par
ticular; in fact, the rights of the States are specifically pro
tected. On the other hand, that which a State can not do, 
namely, to impose duties on or regulations regarding importa
tions from foreign countries, is just what this act tries to do 
through the Federal Government. 

1\fr. KING. Mr. President, the insertion in the pending bill 
of the -provision just read by the Senator, to the effect that this 
proposed legislation is not intended to affect the powers of any 
State or any political subdivision, is a clever, strategical move, 
intended to abate opposition to the bill and to reassure those 
who have some regard, or at least effect some regard, for the 
rights and duties of the States. But if it is not intended, 
directly or indirectly, now or in the future, to abridge or limit 
or interfere with the rights of the States to control their do
mestic and internal affairs, what is the necessity or purpose of 
the bill before us. I have stated, and no one has denied it, and 
it can not be denied, that no State is complaining about the 
improper character or the lack of purity of Canadian milk or 
cream. None of the consumers of these products are calling for 
Federal legislation to . protect their health. Those who are 
demanding this legi lation avow as one of the principal pur
poses is to increase the price of milk and milk products and to 
force the cities of New York and Boston to buy milk from cer
tain States west of New York, instead of some Canadian milk 
and cream, which meet every health requirement and every 
standard of purity prescribed by municipal regulations, which, 
as I am advised, are stricter and of a higher standard than can 
be found in any other cities or States of the Union. 

Neither Canada or any other foreign country is attempting to 
i.J;tterfere with the powers of any State or any political subdivi
siOn to regulate the shipment of milk or cream into or the 
handling, sale, or other disposition, of the same in su~h State 
or political subdivision. 

Indeed, Mr. President, as stated by the Senator from New 
York [Mr. CoPELAND] during the course of debate the Canadian 
milk ~d cream are inspected by competent American inspectors 
sent mto Canada, and no cream or milk is brought into New 
York City-and this is true of Boston and other cities-until 
it has passed the high test prescribed by these municipalities. 
Moreover, the inspectors examine the cows to determine whether 
they are healthy and whether the milk and cream when raw are 
produced from cows which ba ve passed a tubercular test by a 
duly authorized official veterinarian. The inspectors determine 
upon the sanitary conditions of the dairy farms or plants in 
w~ich the milk or cream is produced or handled, score as many 
pomts ~ are required by th~ various score cards employed in 
th.e Uruted States to determme the purity and quality of the 
mllk. 

These inspectors also make the necessary tests to determine 
the freedom from bacteria, so that the proper standards of 
purity in this respect shall be attained. 

There is no effort, so far as I am advised to brin"' Canadian 
milk or cr6tam into the United States in vioiation ot any of the 
laws of any State, or any regulations of any municipality with 
respect to the character all.d quality and purity of miJ.k and 
cream that may be sold within their respective borders. The 
declaration, therefore, that this bill is not intended to interfere 
w~th the powers of the S~tes or municipalities, in dealing with 
nnlk and cream brought mto their borders for sale, is a mere 
gesture and pretense offered for the purpose of concealing the 
real object of the bill. . 

But the Senator knows that if a new Federal bureau is cre
ated, and it is given the tremendous powers contained in this 
bill, the rights of the States to regulate the sale of milk and 
cream within their borders will be interfered with by the Fed
eral Government 

A few days ago, in the discussion, the Senator from Massa
chusetts [Mr. W ~LSH] asked 'the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mc
NARY], the cbarrman of the Committee on Agriculture and 
Foresh·y of the Senate, who reported the bill to the Senate the 
following question : ' 

May I ask the Senator if the bill proposes to establish national 
uniform regulation and inspection of dairy products, milk and cream? 

The following is the reply of Senator McNARY: 
It does not go quite that far. It is the first step. It is thought 

that later perhaps Congress would attempt, under the commerce clause 
of the Constitution, to make those regulations uniform and general 
throughout the country. The bill does conform to tests prescribed in 
Boston and New York and tbe other cities. Though not wholly national 
in its application, it meets a situation wbich it is thought should be 
met in the interest of those who consume milk. 

Senators will note that this bill is the first step in the estab
lishment of a national "uniform regulation" and inspection 
of .dairy products. What does this mean? It means that this 
entire question bas been the subject of consideration by persons 
or groups or organizations; that it was deemed unwise to at 
once attack the States and seek to deprive them of their power 
to inspect these food products and to regulate and control their 
sale within their borders. It means that some persons or groups 
or organizations have determined that later, after this bill has 
bec01:p.e a law, and after Federal bureaucratic machinery has 
been set up, and a bureau created, ostensibly to inspect the lim
ited amount of Canadian milk imported into the United States, 
additional legislation will be enacted that will deprive the States 
of all regulatory power over the shipment of milk and cream 
into the States and the handling, sale, and disposition of the 
same within their borders. 

This statement, which I have just read, reveals the attitude 
of some persons or groups or organizations who have promoted 
this legislation and further reveals the hysterical, ancl, as I 
believe, reactionary, impolitic, and unwise view that uniformity 
is the goal to which we must aspire in all political activities 
or individual or collective conduct. The commerce clause of 
the Constitution is to be invoked to justify this legislation, and 
the Federal Government is to perform all of the dutie of in
spection of milk and cream and prescribe regulations under 
which it is shipped, produced, and transported and sold. The 
Federal Government is to go into the States and prescribe tlle 
form and character of barns and sheds that are to be erected 
and maintained for the accommodation of cows which are to 
produce milk and cream. The bureaucrats· from Washington 
are to fo1·mulate rules and regulations as to bow cows are to 
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be fed and kept ancl inspected. and the manner in which the 
milk is to be handled and the standards which it must attain in 
order to be shipped from one State to another or sold in inter
state commerce. 

Mr. President, as I interpret this bill and its purpose, it will, 
contrary to the view of the Senator from Connecticut, interfere 
with the n'.ghts of his State. His State has the right now to 
purchase milk and cream from Canada and to prescribe such 
standards and tests as it deems proper, to be applied to the 
milk brought into the State of Connecticut and sold to the peo-

ple therein. . 
Under this bill the Federal Gov-ernment is to prescribe what 

kind of milk and cream may be brought into the United 
State;:; for sale to the people of Connecticut. The standards 
which the State of Connecticut or the municipalities of the 
State may establish and wllich it may deem wholly adequate 
may not meet the standards 'v-hich the bureaucrats of Washing
ton, under this bill and un<ler the powers given them, may 
set up. 

Thls bill will prove an immecliate interference with the righb3 
of Connecticut and other States, and, as indicated by the Sena
tor from Oregon [Mr. l\IcNARY], Congress will attempt later, 
tmder the commerce clause, to prescribe uniform regulations 
throughout the entire country. 

It is true that this bill uoes not now attempt to interfere with 
the powers of Iowa, for instance, to prescribe standards nnd 
tests of milk and cream brought into and sold within the State. 
But after a Federal burenu is established-with the usurping 
tendencies always exhibited by bmeaus-there is no question 
but that within a short time efforts will be maue by the Fed
eral GoYernment to set up a Federal inspection law which "'-ill 
supersede all State law and apply to all interstate shipments 
and tranf:actions relating to milk, cream;butter, and other com
modities. 

So, I assert, this bill does int('rfere and will interfere with 
Connecticut and other States and it will abridge their rights 
and make for an oppre. sive bureaucratic institution within the 
Agticultural Department. 

Mr. President, the issue is before us. This bill is but one of 
the evidences of the existence of a powerful paternalistic and 
bureaucratic movement, the aim of which is to r educe tlle States 
to mere geographic expres~ions and to rob them of their au
thority and of their so>ereign power ; this movement contem
plates the substitution of bureaucracy and paternalism for local 
self-government and the rule of bureaucrats for the rule of tbe 
people. Once this power is establi~hed, as pro>ided in thi · bill, 
it will grow and expand until it reaches every part of the Re
public. 

While this bill does not create a bureau in name, it provides 
for such machinery that a bureau will speedily be provided to 
utilize the same. 'l'he Secretary of Agriculture, under this bill, 
is given tremendous powers. No perRons may import into the 
United States any milk or cream unless a permit is given him 
by tlle Secretary of Agriculture which, of course, means by 
some bureau chief or some employee in that department. And 
no milk or cream may be brought into the L nited States unless 
the cows producing the Rame have been inspected within one 
year previous to the offering of :;;uch milk for importation. 

None of these products can be brought into the United States 
unless the cows producing the same have passed a tuberculin 
test prescribed by the Sel'retary of Agrieultnre; nor unless the 
sanitary condition::> of the dairy farm or plant in which the 
cream or milk is produced has sc01·ed the necessary number of 
points provided by the score cards of the Bureau of Dairy 
Industry in the United State::> Department of Agriculture; nor 
can any raw milk he imported if the number of bacteria per 
cubic centimeter exceeds 300,000, and in the ' case of raw cream 
750,000, in the case of Pasteurized milk if the number of bac
teria per cubic centimeter exceeds 100.000, and in the case of 
Pasteurized cream 500,000. Nor can milk or cream be imported 
into the United States when the temperature of either at the 
time of importation exceeds 50° F. 

The Secretary of Agriculture may re>oke permits which he 
grant· and exerci.J e other powers, apparently without limit and 
without being subject to having his powers or l'Ulings or con
duct reviewed. He may pr e:->cribe rules by the hundre(]s or, 
indeed, thousands, and for the Yiolation of which fine or im
prisonment or both may be inflicted upon the alleged nolator. 
He may revoke permit if the permittee does not perform 
according to the view of bureaucratic offi-cials and their inter
pretation of the regulation and of the act. And any violation 
of the provisions of the act, which means the regulations, sub
jects the offender to a fine of not less than $50 or not more than 
$2,000 or by imprisonment for not more than one year, or by 
both fine and imprisonment. A11d, like all measm,:es creating 

Federal bureaus and agencies, thi::; bill carries an appropriation 
so that more persons may get jobs. 

Mr. President, this bill confers too much power upon the 
Secretary of Agriculture-it confers too much power to pre
scribe regulations. It delegates authority to one person to 
define what acts or omissions are crimes and to formulate regu
lations which will entail pains and penalties for the violation 
of the same. It puts it into his power to prevent the importa
tion of any milk or cream into the United States. It constitutes 
him a czar with unlimited authority to deal with persons and 
property and to prescribe pains and penalties for acts of omis
sion and commission which he may determine shall be offenses. 

This bill will call for a multitude of new employees, because 
it is not possible for the Secretary of Agriculture to make the 
inspections required by this aet, to prescribe and enforce all 
of the regulations called for by the bill ; and as the Senator 
from Oregon indicated, if this bill is bnt the first step to the 
establishment by the Federal Gov-ernment of a " uniform system 
of regulation" of the production and tran. portation and sale 
of milk and. butter, then a bureau will soon be required with 
hundred::;, if not thousands of employees, at an annual cost to 
tlle Government of millions of dollars. If from the Atlantic to 
tbe Pacific coast, along the .entire border separating Canada 
from the United States, in:o:pectors are to be placed and I'u1es 
and regulations enforced relative to the production of milk in 
Canada and its importation into the United States, then thou
sands of employees will be required, and a stupendous amount 
of administrative and bureaucratic machinery will become nec
e Rary. And if all the tests are to be made provided for in the 
uill and in the regulations which will be promulgated by the 
Secretary of Agriculture or the bureau which is to be estab
lished in addition to the large personnel required, laboratories 
will be needed and competent per ons required to determine the 
bacterial contents and to make the temperature tests. Stations 
will be needed, which must be equipped with ice machines or 
ice houses ; and samples of the milk and cream brought to the 
border will have to be taken of each shipment, and the same 
properly iced and protected and sent to central laboratories for 
analysis. 

l\lr. President, I invite the attention of Senators to another 
provi ion of the bill which should be obnoxious to all Senators 
and bring about the defeat of the bill. It is section 4, which 
reads as follows : 

St;C. 4. It shall be unlawful for any person in the United States 
to receive milk or cream imported .into the United States unless tte 
importation is in accordance with the provisions of this act. 

It will be perceived that it is to ue unlawful for any person 
within the United States to purchase or receive a glass of milk 
or a teaspoonful of cream imported into the United States in 
contravention of one of the hundreds of rules and regulations 
prescribed by the bureaucratic officials of the Government. To 
show the absurdity and the puritanical and fanatical character 
of this legislation, one need only to give as an illustration, the 
drinking of a cup of milk hy some person a few yards on this 
.·ide of the Canadian line which orne neighbor or friend just 
across the line in Canada gave to him. 

Along the border separating the United States and Canada 
are thou ands of homes. There nre some per ons whose farms 
are divided by the international border-an invisible line. If 
the house happened to be on thi • side of the line and the barn 
a few yards to the north, across the line, it woulu be unlawful 
to carry the milk from the barn to the home, and the unlawful 
act would be more reprehensible if the owner of the cow hap
pened to take a sip of it. 

Even the most earnest advocates of F:ederal prohibition have 
not felt it necessary or prudent to make it unlawful to receive 
or take a drink of intoxicating beYerage. But it was reserved 
for those who conceived this legislation to make it unlawful for 
a person who purchases or receives by gift or otherwise an 
infinitesimal quantity of milk or cream brought from Canada 
or some other foreign country that may not have met eyery 
requirement, every standard, and e>ery rule or regulation set 
up by an army of Federal employees who are to be the jud.ge:-; 
and juries to try those whom they c.Q.arge with violating their 
o"n regulations which define offenses. And yet, Mr. President, 
when attention is called to this outrageous provision of the bill 
it excites no concern in this body and arouses no opposition. I 
wonder if Senators would manife t the same indifference if 
we were discussing a bill making it a crime to take a taste of 
beer or whisky. As stated, the most zealous advocates of 
prohibition have not gone that far. 

1\ir. BRUCE. Mr. President, will the Senator let me inter
rupt him at that point? 

Mr. KING. I yield. 
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1\Ir. BRUCE. I desire to call the attention of the Senator requirements as to the conditions under which the milk was 
from Utah to the fact that the latest program of the Methodist produced, either in another State or in another country. 
Board of Prohibition, Temperance, and Morals contemplates Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President-- · 
that very thing. That is one of their proposals. That is to Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 
say, that the buying of a drink shall constitute a criminal :Ur. GEORGE. I undertake to say that if, by an inspection 
offense. of the milk itself, it can not be ascertained whether it is pure 

Mr. KING. · Why not? If to buy a glass of milk is unlaw- ~n.d 'Yholesome and free from any material that would have any 
ful, why should it not be unlawftll to purchase or drink a IDJUnous effect upon the person using it, undoubtedly the State' 
teaspoonful of beer or wine or whisky? may say that no milk may be sold within the State unles it 

1\lr. President, I was referring a moment ago to the un- has first been given the authority to make an in pection of the 
doubted purpose of those back of this legislation to increase dairy. If the inspection is the necessary means throu()'h which -
the authority of the Federal Government, o a to put the con- the quality of the milk can be ascertained then undoubtedly the 
trol of the transportation of milk and cream in the hands of State has that power. It can .not force ~dmission into another 
the Federal Government. Not satisfied with regulating the 1 State or Territory and ask for the privilege of examinin"' or 
importation into the United States of milk and cream, or em- inspecting the dairy thereof; neither can the United Shttes 
bargoing it for that matter, the bureaucrats and tho:;e who force itself into Canada; but the State can say as the United 
support this legislation will go further and demand that the t States is seeking to say under this very bill- ' 
Federal ~?vernment sha.ll est?-blish uniform regulations a . to j Unless you submit to au inspection, that being the only way by which 
the comllti.ons under winch m.ilk an~ cream shall be produced the purity of the milk can be ascertained and det('rmined, it can not 
and. prescnbe the methods of .rnspectwn, the tests of cream for 1 be. lawfully sold within our state. 
punty, and so forth. That will be the next demand. I 

l\Ir. BINGHAl\1. The Senator reali.aes, I am sure, that I .l\lr. LE~ROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator from Utah 
would be one of the first to fight any such attempt as that; yteld for JUSt one .statement? 
but Connecticut has no authority at the pre~Pnt time to make Mr. KING. I yield. 
any rules about the landing of milk from foreign countl"ies. Mr. LENROOT. It is \ery seldom that I di~agree upon a 

Mr. KING. But what concern is it of the • ' tate of Connec- legal question with the very eminent Senator from Georgia 
ticut as to what milk or cream is landed in New York or Minne- but UJ?On this question I do. I think, if I had the time, I could \ 
sota? Connecticut has the right to prescribe whatever rules e ~tabliEh that a State has but two rights with reference to u 
and regulations . he may deem proper, not onlr with re pect to m~tter of this kind, or wi.th refe.rence to interstate and foreign 
milk brought into the United States for consumption in Con- Hhlpments. It may pa s mspecbon laws, or it may pa s quar
necticut, but also milk and cream produced in any other State antin~ l.aws, but. its ri~hts are limi~ed to tho ·e two things; 
and destined for sale and use in the State of Connecticut. In and., if It be an m. pechon law, the mspection must be of the 
other words, Connecticut now has complete juri diction oier article it •elf, and the State can not make any regulation as to 
the importation into the State and the sale therein of milk and the conditions under which commodities are produced. 
cream. 1\lr. KING. Mr. President, my time is so limited that I will 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President-- be unable to present the deeisions- of the court which, I have 
Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. :.mnounced, support the po ·ition which, as I understand the 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I wanted to make this state- Senator from Georgia, is the one which he takes. The authori-

ment to support what the Senator from Michigan has so well tieR, as I interpret them, are clear that States have power 
indicated ancl what the Senator from Utah ha said· undoubt- to enact such laws as they deem proper to protect the 
edly the State of Connecticut, or any other State, h~s the full health of the people within their borders. The P?licc powers 
authority and power to prevent the . ale of milk or cream within of the States are very broad. They haYe the ngbt to pro
its borders that does not reach the standard fixed by the vide for the inspection of milk and cream brought into then· 
State. I will go further-- borders, and if it is impos.qible for them to determine at the 

1\lr. BINGHAM. The only point with regard to the position ~order of tl1e mi~ .a~d cream as _to whether it is_ pure or 
taken by the Senator from 'C'tah which I attempted to make Impmcoe, whether It IS free from dr.~eases or otbenn ·e, they 
was that the State ha no authority to go into Canada and may provide other means to determine the e que~tion:s; antl 
find out the conditions surrounding the production of milk the ~ale of milk and cream within the States may be pro
there. hibited until the health authorities provided by the States are 

Mr. GEORGE. I will go further. The State of Connecti- fully advised upon these que~tions. . 
cut, in my opinion, has a perfect legal right to say that no Mr: BINGHAM. 1\lr. Pre~Ident, will the Senator permit a 
milk shall be sold within that State unless certain inspec- question? 
tion laws shall have been complied with, and if the United 1\lr. KING. Yes. 
States through its bureaus and the warm of agents that will 1\lr. B!NGHA~. Does the Senator know. of any test which 
infest the bureaus, can go over into Canada and say that no can be g1yen to nnlk .to show whether or not 1t comes from cows 
milk shall be imported into the United States unless we are that have tuberculosiS. 
permitted to inspect the dail-ies of Canada the State of Con- Mr. KING. Mr. President, I am not a chemist nor a food 
necticut may, with like propriety, say tha't no milk shall be expert, nor familiar with the te ts which are npplied to deter
put on sale within that State and sold to the people of the mine the purity of milk, or whether it is free from dh;ease 
State unless the producer of the milk shall present a certifi- germs. 
cate showing that his dairy has been inspected. Whether there is a test that will show whether milk has 

1\lr. COUZENS addressed the Chair. come from cows suffering from tuberculosi ·, I can not say. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (1\Ir. NoRRIS in the chair). Concede that there is no test, that '\-vould be an additional 

Does the Senator from Utah yield? reason for the State to prescribe tricter regulation for milk 
1\Ir. KING. Yes. sold within its borders; and I believe that, if, in order to make 
Mr. COUZENS. I wish to a k the Senator from Connecti- certain that milk brought into a State to be sold, or produced 

cut, who is a great advocate of State rights, why the State within a State for sale, comes from cows free from tuberculo:;is, 
of Connecticut can not control the distribution of milk after such State would have the power to deny the right to sell 
it comes into the State, regardle s of whether or not it has milk within its border , unless inspection be permitted of the 
been inspected before leaving Canada? In other words, if he co,,·s-places where they are kept. Of course, the State in 
says the State of Connecticut can not stop the importation- \Vhich the milk is to be sold could not force in some other State 
which may be correct-it certainly can stop the distribution the inspection of the cows there in. but it could pre,ent the sale 
and the us·e of such milk within its borders. of their milk within its borders unless inspection were per-

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President-- mitteu of the cows producing the milk. 
1\lr. KING. I yield to the Senator from Wi cousin for a Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator yield? 

question. Mr. KING. I yield. 
Mr. LENROOT. I will put what I was about to say in the l\l.r. GEORGE. It does not seem to me that it is an open 

form of a question. question-and I say this with all due respect to the very able 
·wm not the Senator agree that while the State has a right Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT], able lawyer that he 

to impose inspection laws to insure pure milk, that right is is-that while the State has the primary right of in pection and 
limited to the right of inspection of the article itself; that it of quarantine, yet if the commodity, whatever it may he, is such 
can not, for instance, take any evidence--it has been so held in its nature that it can not be Rearched and tested by tho~e 
by the Supreme Court of the United States-regarding quality; two methods or by the exercise of the right of in pedion and 
it must be determined by the inspection itself. So, as the quarantine, the State, with the full police power of a completC' 
Senator from Connecticut has suggested, while the State can sovereign, can make unlawful the sale of any commodity which 
make tests of the milk, it can not, in my judgment, mak~ can not be finally tested and finally searched under any scien-
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tific method or mode of testing it and searching it. So that :Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator does not seem to realize that 
while you can not by inspection ascertain whether or not the if his proposal were carried out, and each one of the States 
milk came from a cow affected with tuberculosis, you can im- should have the right to send im::pectors into Canada, it would 
pose the condition of the right of inspection of the cow itself, if be necessary to have at least 48 inspectors to go to Canada, 
that be the only means of ascertaining it, before it shall be whereas we have intrusted to the Government our foreign rela-
lawful to sell that milk in any State. tions, and it seems eminently proper that we should intrust 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, one more question. to the Government such activities as the inspections referred to. 
Mr. KING. I can not yield further. Mr. KING. The Senator knows, of course, that his illustra-
:Mr . BINGHA.."'\I. Ju~t one question, if the Senator please. tion d()(:'S not meet the situation at all. He knows, for instance, 
l\1r. KI~G. Very well; I yield. that Io\'i·a does not import milk from Canada. There are but 
l\fr. BINGHAM. I should like to ask the Senator if he will two or tllree States that import milk from Canada, and the 

answer before be gets through the question which I asked him I Senator wants to punish New York and Boston and his own 
in the beginning-why it is that section 8, which I read, does 

1 
State, the principal communities which import milk from Can

not fully protect the rights of the States? 1 ada, in order to help a few men in Wisconsin and Minnesota to 
Mr. KING. :Mr. President, I deny that it does, and have, as form a milk trust, and to force their product, which has not 

I believe, already demonstrated that fact. My time js limited, 1 been pure, rupon the people of .the East. · 
so can not stop to further analyze that section; but concede . l\fr. BINGHAM. l\Ir. President, the Senator made a reflec
that i t does protect the States. Why is it necessary to pass this I hon on my o~ _state a moment ago at the suggestion of some 
bill? The only persons who have asked for the passage of this Senator at his Side-- _ 
bill are a few dairymen in the United States. There have been I ~~~- KING. I have made no reflection on the State of Con-
no complaints in their States. There has been no complaint nect1cut. Why should I? 
against the Canadian milk in the States of New York and 1 l\Ir. BIXGHA..U. The Senator inserted some words in his own 
:Massachusetts, which buy 90 per cent of the Canadian milk and i statement at the suggestion of a Senator sitting nea1· hinl, and 
cream brought into the United States. I I want to call attention to the fact that in the hearings I stated 

A peru::;al of this bill shows that the Agricultural Depart- that the request, so far as any bas c~me _fro;n Connecticut, has 
ment-and, of courRe, that means the bureau that is to be I be~n e~rnestly for the pa~sage of this b1_ll m .o~·der to protect 
created-will have power to formulate and make such regula- our _farmers, ~h_o are trYing to keep their da1r1es clea~, from 
tion. as it pleases, regulations as to how inspection is to be made I foreign competiho?· . . . 
in Canada, who is to make the inspections, what kinds of floors I l\lr. KING. It Is qmt~ likely. tha~ some da1r!mep there have 
shall be used, the character of the milk, and the character of the done so, altho~g~ there IS ~othmg m the hearmgs, so far as I 
food of the stock. A thousand regulations may be prescribed, have seen, ~to mdicate that fR;ct. 
and the infraction of a single one, no matter how insignificant, I 1\lr. LE::\ROOT. Mr. Pr~s1dent, ~he Senator stated that de
is made a Federal offense for which -a man may be dragged from I ma~d came fr~m Wisconsm or MlDDesota. If he would ex
hi · home to a Federal court, perhaps hundreds of miles away, a;nme the heanngs be would find that the deman~ came prin
indictcd by a grand jury, and subjected to the penalty of a 1 cipally, so far as farmers are concerned, from the New England 
heavy fine or one year in the penitentiary, or both fine and States. . . . . . 
imprisonment. . 1\Ir. KIN~. The mformation .which. I ~ave IS ~mte the re-

We have gone mad in creating Federal offenses by statute and ~ erse. Those who are here backing thiS bill negatiye the state-
lmreaucratic regulations. We are harassing the people by Fed~ ment. made by the ~enator. . . . 
eral espionage and Federal sul)€rYision. We are dragging per- I Iea~. further from the statemen~ fmmshed me, which bas 
sons from their home: to be tried in States hundreds and thou- been venfied by Congressman BLOOM. 
sands of miles distaut. I am glad to say that the Judiciary It is to be noted that there is no evidence that any Canadian shipper 
Committee is considering a measure looking to the curbing of the has had his license revoked, while it appears that after the New York 
arbitrary and often iJlegal authority exercised by Federal milk scandal began and just prior to the drive against Canadian cream, 
agencies. 10 large Wisconsin shipping stations and 1 from :llinnesota were 

Mr. SMITH. 1\lr. Pre-·ident, will the Senator yield? barred. It is to be noted also that Commissioner Harris wants the 
l'llr. KING. I yielu. ~anadian. cream, because it is under his inspection and properly belongs 
l\lr. Sl\liTH. Under section 4, to which the Senator has I~ th: m1l~ shed o~ N:w York. Also that Boston: eq_uaJly interested, 

called our attention, would it not necessarily follow, in justice sent Its ch1e1' of d:Ur! mspector.s here to oppos~. this bill, ~or the same 
to the buyers of milk that there should be a labeling of the reason that Commts~Ioner Harns gave for desmng Canad1an cream. 
impor ted and the domestic milk, so as to sene at least some j Let me say, in conclusion, that this bill is wholly unneces
little notice on one who desires to keep the law·? Would not sary anu most unwise. It creates a new bureau, and Senators 
that be another prohibition, in a way, to the importing of I here are denouncing the creation of new bureaus. If this bill 
milk'! is to be effective, and to be enforced along the entire Canadian 

1\Ir. KING. Absolutely. . border, instead of $40,000 we will need to appropriate $4,000,-
Mr. SMITH. Anyone buying milk subject to this wide-open I 000. It is an entering wedge, as stated by the Senator whom I 

section, no matter where he got it, might be informed against, 
1 

quoted, for the control a little later, under the interstate com
the informer stating that to his best belief it was imported merce clause, of the entire transportation and sale of milk 
milk and had not been imported according to the rules and and cream in the United States. It is a dangerous measure. 
regulations. Then the man buying the milk would have to It attacks the rigllts of the State and aggrandizes the power of 
defend himself and prOYe that it was not imported milk, or was 

1

1 the General Government. 
imported in accordance with the regulations. That would lead, As a part of my remarks I desire to have inserted in the 
of course, to the neeessity of having all milk labeled as either RECORD an analysis of the bill, and a statement as to some 
domestic or imported. of the objections to it made by a person who has made a study 

l\Ir. KING. I agree with the Senator. V\lbile I am on this 1 of the measure. 
point I want to reinforce what I said a moment ago. I have The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
here a statement which was handed to me by Congressman There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
BLooM after verification upon his part. It states : printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

The great bulk of the market milk and cream imported is subject to Memorandum on Lenroot-Taber Canadian milk importation bill, H. R. 
New York and Boston approval. 11768 

Just as I have indicated. FUNDAMENTAL OBJECTIONS TO BILL 

Both of these citic!:l have inspectors of dairies working in Canada as No milk or cream can at present be moved from Canada to New 
well as the United States; none of the import gops to small towns, York, or any other municipality in the United States, which does not 
and even if it did their laws as to sales of market milk apply to that ' comply with all municipal regulations, health and otherwise. 
as well as local pi·oduct. 1 Paragraph 2, section 2 of this act, prior to the present amendment, 

• 1 • • • 1 prevented the importation into the United States of raw milk or 
The Senator from C~mnecticut seemed to md1cate that . the cream even for purpose of Pasteurization, unless produced from tuber

Gove~nm_e~t of the Umt~d States. had more, power to go mto culin-tested cows, though nontuberculin-tested milk could be shipped 
Camwa than the State of 9onn~cticut has.. 'Ibe Senator ~ows to New York from points in the United States if Pasteurized before 
that the State ?f Couuechc~t IS a sov~reign State, and It has consumption. Paragraph 5 of section 2 prior to the presPnt amend
ju ~ as much right to send m~pectors rnto Canada as has the ment required a temperature at time of importation of 50 degrees 
Umted States. Fahrenheit of cream or milk. While the city of New York requires 

Mr. BI~GHAl\L. :Mr. President, will the Senator yield? grade A milk to be cooled to a temperature of 50 degt·ees, tt only 
Mr. KING. I yield. requires grade B milk to be cooled to a temperature of 60 degree.!l, and 
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pro·due~ that mornin~·s milk, whether grade .A or grade B, need not ' 
he cooled before delivery to a creamery, if in the case of grade .A i.t is j 
tlf'li\·NNl bdore a m., and in the case of grade B it is deli"vered 
lwfo1·e 9 a. m. While the present amendment shown on page 4, lines 
1:~ to 2.1, by exempting milk pt·oduced in Canada within 20 miles of 
the border from parngraph 2 and 5, section 2 of this act, now permits 
Canadian hot·<ler milk to mo\·e to the city of New York under the same 
conditions in the.·e respects that milk from the United States side of 
the border may move to New York, all Canadian cream is still subject 
to pa1·a.~raphs 2 and 5 of section 2, and all Canadian milk moving 
from points more th:m 20 miles from the border is still r:::ubject to 
tho:;;e paragraphs. In adrtition, 110 Canadian milk or cream from any 
}JOint can be :;;hipped without a permit obtained from the Secretary of 
.Agrieultnre and without inspection at the border. 

Tbe act fails to define at what point such bonler inspection shall 
l>r m;{de; that is, whether at the border or at the port of entry. 
Court..-; will undoubtedly construe the net as requiling inspection at 
the border, for the reason that penalties of fine or imprisonment are 
attaclletl, and the 1cmperature nnd bacteria content may change between 
the timP of Cl'O:-.sing the border and the time of reacl!ing the port of 
t ntry. which frequently is r:::e•eral miles distant from the border. · 

If in. pection is to be made at the border, it means that there must 
be maintained at eve1y point where a wagon road or a railroad crosses 
the border an adequate laboratory and a competent person to take the 
l•nrterin count and to make the temperature test. Otherwise, such sta
tion · would have to be equipped with either an ice machine or an ice 
house, and sampl('S would have to be taken of each shipment, properly 
iced and protected, and sent to a central laboratory for analysis. In 
this event, however, in every attempt to prosecute, where such Ramples 
were found not · to conform to the act, the defendants would contest 
the question as to whether the samples when reaching the central labo· 
ratoJ'Y wN·e in the arne condition as when they crossed the border. If 
1 he no>ernrnrnt Rhould attempt to make inspections at ports of entry 
in.-tead of at the border, it would afford still greater opportunity for 
rnntcr:::ting the yalid1ty of such inspection , due to the fact that it 
'l'oultl be practically impossible to show that the shipments when arriv
ing at port of entry were in the condition as when they crossed the 
border as to bacteria count and temperature. In any event, it is ob
,·ious that neither the pre eut nppropriation of $50,000, nor any rea
• on able appropriation could be adequate to afford necessary facilities 
for .·ucb border inspection, since the minimum cost of a bacteriologist 
would be not less than $2,000 a year, and it would cost in the neigh
borhood of $3,000 to build and equip the simpliest laboratory. 

:Uurcovcr, in or•ler to inspect rail shipments of milk crossing the 
hor<lt•r, it would be necessary since such shipments move largely by 
express or ba;;gage in passenge1· trains to hold every passenger train 
currying RUCb shipments at the border until every can of milk could 
be sample<l for temperature and bacteria test. Then it would be neces
sary to further bold the trains until the samples could be analyzed for 
bacteria content, since if it were attempted to send the samples to a 
central laborntory for analysis, the same question would arise as 
would ari e in the case o! wagon shipments. Moreover, it would be 
legally impossible to inspect at border sbipmrnt entered under bond 
under so-called L T. form of entry, though many shipments are so 
entered. It is incredible that such del11y in the shipment of milk and 
cream could be contemplated, and it is suggested that the framers of 
thL<~ bill either did not understand these conditions, or understanding 
them, meant to make it impossible to import milk and cream. 

Furthermore, no milk or cream can be imported from Canada unless 
the person shipping or transporting it into the United States holds a 
valid permit from the Sect·etary of .Agriculture. In the first place, 
there is no provision in the act itself as to bow such permi1s may be 
obtained by the farmer in Canada. While the Secretary of .Agricul
ture is authorized to make . such regulations, he has not indicated 
whether he will require the Canadian farmer to come to Washington 
to obtain such a permit, ot· to obtain one through an attorney in Wash
ington, or ·will set up subagencies along the border, or in Canada., 
where such permits can be obtained. Assuming such subagencie~ are 
to be set up, they will be an additional expense chargeable to the appro
priation. 

Moreover, under section 3 o! the act uch permits can only be.jssued 
after the Secretary of Agriculture bas made or caused such Inspec
tions to be made as are necessary to insut·e that the Canadian milk 
and cream is produced under the conditions required by paragraphs 1, 
2, and 3 of the act, or unless the Secretary of .Agriculture will, in 
his discretion, accept a duly certified statement by a duly accredited 
official of au authorized department of any foreign government, or of 
any State of the United States, or any municipaJlty thereof, that the 
provisions in clauses 1, 2, and 3, section 2, of this act, have been 
complied with. It is further provided, however, by lines 8 to 15 of 
page 5 of the act, that if the Secretary of .Agriculture is of the opinion 
that such inspections as made or caused to be made by him are so 
incomplete as to require the issuance of temporary permits, he shall 
issue t~mpornry permits to any applicant therefor, to ship or transport 
milk and/or cream into the United States, which temporary permits, 
however, may be revoked by the Secretary of Agriculture at any time. 

This means that if the Secretary of Agriculture, as is entir<'ly 
probable, could not under the present app.ropriation make the nereR
sary inspections in Canada, that he need not. unless in his di ~cretion 
be decides to do so, accept the inspection by the Canadian GovNnm<'nt 
or by any State or municipality of the nited States, though they 
may be able and willing to make such inspections. 

Moreover, even if he should determine that the inspections be was 
able to make were incomplete and should issue temporary permits, 
he is authorized to revoke those temp01·ary permits without ca usc n t 
any time. This means that 1t is in the power of the ~ecretary of 
.Agriculture to embargo all Canadian milk absolutely. 

Has the Secretary of .Agricultm·e a~;~y information which would indi
cate his capacity to make such inspections iu anada under the pt·es
ent appropriation, or any information as to the al>iUty of the anadian 
Government to make such inspection in lieu of inspections by him, and 
if the Canadian Government should be willing to make such inspections, 
or if States of the United States, or municipalities thereof. arc in a 
position to make such inspections, will the Sl'Cl'etary of .\griculture 
indicate whether he will accept such inspection!".? 

Assuming the prosecutions are instituted under this bill, thP only 
persons who can be proo:;ecuted are citizen· of the United States, :;;incP 
it is obviously impo sible to prosee-ute Canadian farmers in Canatla, or 
extradite them for the purpose of pt·osecutiug them in tb<' Unileu 
States. The only prosecutions that could be t-uccessfully rua<lP in the 
United States would be that if it could be provetl that shjpment s w r 
knowingly made by persons in the United States in violation of the 
act. 

It would probably be impossible to prove sufficient kuowlPdgc of the 
receiver in the 'Gnited States to sustain a conviction, but it would 
undoubtedly be necessary, if any nttcmpt is to l>c made to enforc<' this 
act at all, to institute numerous prot>ecutions which would IJf' a hurden 
upon citizens of the United Stat<'s to defend. and a menace to their 
business reputations, and impo e upon them heavy legal expense in the 
defPnse of such vexations suits. 

l<'inally, this legislation is utterly superfluous and unnl"CeR!<at·y as a 
health measure. :No milk or cream can now move from Canada to 
any municipa1ity in the United States unless it complies with all the 
health and other regulations of such municipalities as fully as milk 
and cream moving from any point in the Vnitc<'l States to thnt muoici
P~llity. For instance, no milk or cream can or does move from Canada 
to the city of New York that does not comply with every health and 
other regulation of the city of New Yot·k as fully as does milk and 
cream moving from any point in the Unit<'d St:ltes to that city. Fur
thermore this bill will not protect any municipality from irupurp milk 
or cream unless it continues to protect itself. So far a thil'! bill is 
concerned it at most would govern the condition of the milk o1· l'ream 
wbf'n it crossed the bordPr and tbP milk or cream might without violat
ing any portion of this bill be in the worst po. sible condition wlten it 
reaches a municipality in the United States, unless ·ucb municitJality 
protects itself. 

1\Ir. BRUCE. :Mr. President, the Senator from Utah baf.; ex
pressed himself with snch a degree of violence in hi::; OIJVOl'ition 
to this bill that one would sup110 ·e that the Rubject h (' lHlH hc<.'n 
discussing was whisky, rather than such a sweet, emollient thing 
as milk. 

Mr. KIKG. I was imitating my friend in di ·em; ·ing v;hi:-:ky. 
Mr. BRUCE. All I can say is that I, for one, do not concur 

witb his conclusions at alL 
In the first place, the Senator thinks that some of u~. wbo 

are well known on this floor for adherence to the con~titutional 
principle of State sovereignty, have hecn guilty of somE> sort 
of betrayal of the good cau:-:e in whil'h hj energies and my 
energies have-been so often enlisted in the cour e of debate in 
this Hall. It is to that aspect of what the Senator has said 
that I desire almost excluRively to address myself. 

When a matter is of national, what I might call contin<'ntal, 
concern, to use the good old phrase of our forefather:-<, aud 
relates to commerce--

The YICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is aware tb.at at 4 
o'clock the bill is to be voted upon? 

Mr. BRUCE. I did not know it. 
The YICE PRESIDENT. The Cbair thought that perhaps 

that might affect the arrangement of the Senator's argument. 
Mr. BRUCE. It is needle s for me, in view of that agree

ment, to say anything further. So, to my own relief, and no 
doubt to the relief of the Senate, I will pau._e. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland hns 
the floor. 

Mr. BRUCE. I will take up the matter at some later time, 
for there are only a few minutes left. 

1\Ir. w .ALSH of 1\Iassachu._etts. Mr. President, I llave already 
discussed this bill, and as my time i. limited to a few minutes 
I shall only make a brief summary of my objections. 

'!'his bill is intended to be an embargo upon milk flowing from 
Canada into New York and the New :hlnglan<l State . The 
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proof of that i that under the bill.as originally drawn no one 
could ship milk under 'any conditions, commencing with the 
passage of the bill, from Canada until the farm where the milk 
was produced was inspected. As only $50,000 is appropriated 
to in ·pect all the O:mailian farms that supply the cream that 
is used in the summer months in the New England and New 
York cities, no permits could be granted. 

Under the bill as originally drawn a higher standard of in
spection was required than i · I'equired by any State or any city 
in the whole United State . The farm score standard of grad
ing the sanitary farm conditions was 70 per cent. No State or 
city requires a percentage higher than 55 for dome tic grading. 

The quality of the milk, determined by bacteria content, was 
Ret at a higher standard than any State or city in this country 
l1a already fixed for domestic milk. 

There is no attempt to improve the standard of milk that is 
prorluced in the seve1·al States and transported from one State 
to another, or to require that it should be of as high standard 
a . imported cream. The sole intent and purpose of this bill, 
'nth its miserable appropriation of $50,000, is to set up a system 
of inspection of milk and cream produced in Canada that will 
deny the poor of the great cities of this country of that supply 
of cream and milk which they use during the summer months, 
because the local production is ample except during that period~ 
Practically the only time there is a flow of milk from Canada 
into New York and Boston and the other large cities is during 
the three summer months, when there is an excessive demand 
for ice cream by the poor in the crowded cities. It is the indus
trial workers and crowded tenement-house children that this 
bill penalizes. It is prohibition run riot-prohibition of ice 
cream and oda-fountain milk and cream drinks for the city 
toilers. 

We do not go to Canada for cream because we want to; it 
is becau e we are compelled to do so or go without cool drinks 
and foods made of cream. 

I join with the Senator from Utah in characterizing this 
legislation as vicious, as an attempt to establish another 
bureau, as amounting to an arbitrary denial of the right of 
the peop1e of this coriiih·y to get good milk, where they want 
it and when they want it, at reasonable prices. Further, it 
means, as he has indicated, an entering wedge into a complete 
inspection system of all milk and cream, because we have no 
right to establish a standard of inspection and quality of Cana
dian milk and cream that we al'e unwilling to apply to the 
domestic supply of every State and community in the Union. 

1\Ir. P1·esident, the States have ample power to protect the 
public health. They are performing that duty now. Where 
are we to stop in our bureaucratic usurpation of State rights? 

1\Ir. President, the hour of 4 o'clock has an·ived. I am sorry 
there is not opportunity to discuss this bill more at length. I 
assume the bill will pass, because I know the influences that 
have been at work here. I want to say to Senators who vote 
for this bill that they will regret it, because it means the 
establishment of another bureau, and it may mean ultimately 
a very substantial increase in this appropriation and the em
ployment of a corps of spies and inspectors second only in 
numerical strength and power to the spies and inspectors now 
maintained by the Prohibition Bureau. When these inspectors 
visit the farms of American dairymen there will be general 
regret that we set up a national standard of milk and cream 
and ru urped the control now wisely and satisfactorily exercised 
by local communities. To what low ebb bas local self and 
State government sunk that it can no longer protect the public 
against unfit milk and cream or regulate its supply of these 
necessities of life? 

Mr. President, this bill is a most dangerous precedent, in 
audition to its violation of the principles of local self-govern
ment. It is a bill to force the people of one section · of the 
country to buy certain necessities of life from another section 
of the coillltry that will result in higher prices and inferior 
quality, for the longer the haul of milk and cream the more 
likely of deterioration and the higher the price because of in
creased transportation costs. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena

tors answered to their names : 
A.shurst Caraway 
Bayard Couzens 
Jiingbam Curtis 
Blease Deneen 
Horab Dill 
Bratton Edge 
Broussard Ernst 
Bruce Ferr.W 
Cameron Fess 
Capper Fletcher 

LXVIII--186 

Frazier 
George 
Gerry 
Gillett 
Glass 
Goff 
Gooding 
Greene 
Hale 
Harri.a 

Harrison 
Hawes 
Heflin 
Howell 
;Johnson 
Jones, Wash. 
Kendrick 
Keyes 
King 
La Follette 

Lenroot Norrl.s llobinson, Ind. 
McKellar Nye Sackett 
McLean Oddie Schall 
McMaster Overman Sheppard 
Mc~ary Pepper Sbipstead 
Mayfield Phipps Smith 
Metcalf Pine Stanfield 
Moses Pittman Steck 
Neely Reed, Pa. Stephens 
Norbeck Robinson, Ark. Stewart 

Trammell 
Tyson 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 
Wheeler 
Willis 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-nine Senators having an
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is 
on ag1·eeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. KINo]. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, a point of 
order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point of 
order. 

1\Ir. W .ALSH of Massachusetts. Under the unanimous-con
sent agreement would a motion to recommit the bill be in 
order'? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It seems to the Chair that it 
would not be in order, because the unanimous-consent agree
ment provides that the bill shall be proceeded with at this hour 
to its final disposition. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I think the 
universal practice of the Senate has been, under an agreement 
like this, to treat the recommittal of a bill to the committee as 
its final disposition. A motion to recommit has always been 
held to be in order, so far as I am informed, and certainly 
there is no intention to preclude a motion to recommit. 

Mr. LENRO~. So far as I am concerned, to avoid taking 
time on the pa1·liamentary point, if the Senator from )fassa
chusetts will ask unanimous consent- to submit the motion, I 
think there will be no objection. 

'.rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that it has 
been the custom to provide specially in unanimous-consent 
agreements for a motion to recommit, where it was desired to 
present such a motion. In the absence of such a provision in 
the present unanimous-consent agreement the Chair assumes 
that the motion would be out of order. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That has sometime · been 
done, but I do not recall any case in which it has been held 
that a motion to recommit is not in order under a unanimous
consent agreement to proceed to the final disposition of a bill. 
However, I presume there will be no objection to submitting 
the motion. The Senator from Wisconsin having announced 
that he would not object, I suggest that the Senator from 
Massachusetts make the motion. 

-Mr. WALSH of l\1as'a~husetts. I mo\e that the bill be re
committed to the committee. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I trust that the motion will not 
prevail. I have bad no opportunity to express my views upon 
the bill at any time-

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is not debatable 
after 4 o'clock under the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. W .ALSH of Massachusetts. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

1\Ir. GILLETT (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] to the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. GoULD], and vote "nay." 

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. SwANSON] which 
I transfer to the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. STANFIELD], 
and vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. ERNST. I have a pair with the junior Senato1· from 

New Jersey [Mr. EDWARDS]. I transfer that pair to the senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLER], and vote "nay." 

Mr. FLETCHER. I transfer my general pair with the Sen
ator from Delaware [Mr. DU PoNT] to the Senator from Louisi
ana [Mr. RANSDELL], and vote "yea." 

Mr. GERRY. I desire to announce that the senior Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. REED] is paired with the junior Senator 
from New York [Mr. CoPELAND]. If present, the senior Sena
tor from Missouri would vote " yea" and the junior Senator 
from New York would vote "nay." · 

Mr. WATSON (after having voted in the negative). I in:ade 
a transfer of my pair to the Senator from Oregon [1\Ir. STAN
FIELD], who bas just entered the Chamber and voted. I now 
transfer that pair to the Senator from California [Mr. SHORT
RIDGE] and allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I wish to announce that the 
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. HARRELD] has a general pair with. 
the Senato~ ~om North Carolina [.Mr. SIMMONS]. 
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The re~ult wa~ announced-yeas 31, nays 48, as follows: 

Ashurst 
Bayard 
Blease 
Bratton 
Broussard 
Caraway 
Couzens 
Ferris 

Ring bam 
Borah 
Bruce 
Cameron 
Capper 
Curtis 
Deneen 
Dill 
Edge 
Ernst 
1.-'ess 
FraziE>r 

Fletcher 
George 
Gerry 
Glass 
Harris 
Harrison 
Hawes 
Heflin 

YEAS-31 
King 
McKellar 
:Mayfield 
Neely 
Overman 
Pittman 
Robinson, Ark. 
Sheppard 

NAYS-48 
Gillett McLean 
Goff l\fCL~ast('r 
Gooding McNary 
trreene Metcalf 
Hale Moses 
Howell Norheck 
Johnson Norris 
Jones, Wash. Nve 
Kendrick Oddie 
Keyes Pepper 
La Follette Phipps 
Lcnroot Pine 

NOT VOTING-16 

Smith 
Steck 
Stephens 
Trammell 
Tyson 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 

Reed, Pa. 
Robinson, Ind. 
Sackett 
Schall 
Shipstead 
Stanfield 
Stewart 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Watson 
Wheeler 
Willis 

Copeland Gould Ransdell Smoot 
Dale Ilarreld Reed, Mo. Swanson 
dn Pont Jones, N.Mex. Shortridge Underwood 
J ~;ctwarda Means Simmons Weller 

Ho the Senate refused to recommit the lJill to the Committee 
on .Agrkultm·e and Forestry. 

'l'he YICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Utah [1.\ir. KING], which the clerk will 
state. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 5, on page 6, line 8, it is pro
posed to trike out "$2,000" and insert "$500," and on the 
same page, in line 9, to trike out "one year" and to insert 
" six months." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill having been read three 

times, the question is, Shall it pass? 
Mr. LENROOT. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage 

of the bill. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
1\fr. ERNST (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 

with the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. EDWARDS] to the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLER], and will vote. 
I vote " yea." 

l\Ir. GILLETT (when his name wa called). Again I trans
fer my pair with the Senator from Alabama [l\lr. UNDERWOOD] 
to the Senator from Maine [Mr. GoULD], and will vote. I vote 
"yea." 

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I am informed 
that my pair, the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. SwANSON], 
would vote as I shall vote if he were pre!:lent. Therefore I am 
at liberty to vote. I vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
:Mr. FLETCHER. l\lakiug the same announcement as to my 

pair and transfer as before, I vote "nay." 
l\lr. GERRY. I desire to announce that the Senator from 

New York [l\lr. CoPELAND] is paired with the Senator from 
Missouri [1\.Ir. REED] on the passage of the bill. If the Senator 
from New York were present he would vote "yea," and the 
Senator from Missouri, if present, would vote ·~ nay." 

Mr. JONES of · Wa hington. I wish to announce that the 
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. HARRELD] has a general pair with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONs]. 

The result was announced-yeas 51, nays 27, as follows: 

Bingham 
Bruce 
Cameron 
Capper 
Curtis 
Dale 
Deneen 
Dill 
Edge 
Ernst 
Fess 
Frazier 
Gillett 

Bayar1l 
Blea ·e 
Borah 
Bratton 
Broussard 
Caraway 
Couzens 

Glas 
Goff 
Gooding 
Greene 
Hale 
Howell 
Johnson 
Jones, Wash. 
Kendrick 
Keyes 
La Follette 
Len root 
McLean 

Ferris 
Fletcher 
George 
Gerry 
Ranis 
Harrison 
Hawes 

YEAS-51 
McMaster 
McNary 
Metcalf 
Moses 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Nye 
Oddie 
Pepp<'r 
Phipps 
Pine 
Reed. Pa. 
Robinson. Ind. 

NAYS-27 

~~¥enat· 
Mayfield 
Neely 
Overman 
Robinson, Ark. 
Sheppard 

NOT VOTING-17 
.Ashurst Harreld Ransdell 
Copeland Heflin Reed, Mo. 
duPont Jones, N. Mex. Shortridge 
Edwards Means Simmons 
Gould Pittman Swanson 

So the bill was passed. 

Sackett 
Schall 
Shipstead 
Smoot 
~tan field 
Steck 
Stewart 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
·watson 
Wheele1· 
Willis 

Smith 
StephenR 
Trammell 
Tyson 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 

Underwood 
Weller 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, with respect 
to the question which arose just before the last vote as to 
whether or not a motion to recommit would be in order unde-r 
the unanimous-consent agreement which was then controlling 
the Senate, I recall one instance, at least-perhaps there weTe 
two instances-where it was held by a Presiding Officer of the 
Senate that such a motion was not in order and did not con
template a final disposition of the bill. There was one en e in 
which it was held that a motion to recommit with instrurtions 
to report would constitute a ·final disposition. I felt it <lue 
to the Chair and to myself to make this statement. 

F .ARM RELIEF 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, being Senate bill 4808. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill ( s: 4808) to 'establish a Federal farm 
board to aid in the orderly marketing and in the control and 
disposition of the surplus of agricultural commodities. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 
Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con

sideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 

consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 

F .ARM RELIEF 

Tlle Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill ( S. 4808) to establish a Fecleml farm 
board to aid in the orderly marketing and in the control and 
dispo ition of the surplus of agricultural commoditie . . 

EUROPEAN CORN BORER 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. Presid-ent, I ask unanimous consent that 

the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside, and that the 
Senate proceed to the immediate consideration of House bill 
15649, which contemplates the eradication and control of the 
European corn borer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRATTON in the chair). 
Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Oregon? 

1\Ir. KING. Let the bill be read first. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 

bill. 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
Mr. KING. I object to its consideration. 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the Senator permit the 

Secretary to read a letter, which I send to the desk, from Sec
retary Jardine, the head of the Agricultural Department? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the letter 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Hon. CHARLES L. 1\fcN..illY, 

DEPART'UEXT OF AGRICULTURE, 

Wash4ngton, February 1, 192'1. 

United States Senate, Washin.gton, D. 0. 
DEAR SENATOR :McNARY: In my letter of J"anuary G, 1927, in refet'

ence to the proposed clean-up measures for the control of the corn 
borer (llept. No. 1330 to accompany H. R. 156·:1:9, Senate Calendar No. 
1356, p. 2), I called attention to the fact that this work would have 
to start not later than February 1 if anything is to be accomplished 
this spring. Tile spring program is the highly important part of the 
effort to delay the spread of the corn borer. We must at once get 
together the equipment necessary, and unless it is ordered at this time 
it may not be ready. Unless prompt action can be taken, both as to 
authority and money, it will be useless to start the program this spring. 

Sincerely yours, 
W. M. JARl)INE, Secretarv. 

The PRESIDIXG OFFICER. Is there objection to the re
quest of the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like a little explanation 
about this measure. I understand it authorizes the appropria
tion of $10,000,000. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I a ·k that the bill be read. My 
disposition toward the bill is distinctly favorable, but I should 
like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
bill. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
.A bill (H. R. 15649) to pro~ide for the eradication or control of the 

Eur(}pean corn borer 

Be it enacted, etc., That to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to 
apply such methods of eradication or control of the European corn 
borer as in his judgment may be necessary, including the employment 
of persons and means in the District of Columbia and elsewhere and 
aU other necessary expenses, the sum of '10,000,000 is hereby author-
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ized to be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other
wise appropriated, to be expended in cooperation with such authorities 
of the States concerned, organizations, or individuals as the Secretary 
may deem necessary to accomplish such purposes: Provided, That in 
the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture no expenditures shall 
be made hereunder until the States wherein the European corn borer 
exists shall have provided necessary regulatory legislation and until a 
sum or sums adequate to State cooperation shall have been appro
priated, subscribed, or contributed by States, county, or local authori
ties or individuals or organizations: Provided ftwther, That expendi
tures from this appropriation for any necessary farm clean-up inci
dental to such eradication or control shall include only such as are, in 
the judgment of the Secretary of Agriculture, additional to those normal 
and usual in farm operations: PrQ-t,'idect twther, That no part of this 
appropriation shall be used to pay the cost or value of corn or other 
farm crops or other property injured or destroyed. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At this point in the bill the committee 
proposes to insert, in line 18, page 2, after the word " de
stroyed," the following additional proviso: 

Ana provided Jurlher, That the Secretary of Agriculture may re
ceive, and shall cover into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts, any 
and all moneys authorized by the law of any State to be paid to the 
United States out of amounts assessed against and collected from any 
owner of premises who refuses or neglects to earry out State~control 
requirements when such moneys represent' expenditures made on such 
premises by the United States under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. BLEASEl Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from South Cat·oliria? 
Mr. l\IoNARY. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. BLEASE. It seems to me there should be some proviso 

there as to the laws being passed by certain States. Some of 
the States have biennial sessions of their general assemblies; 
and it is possible, if we are suffering from this pest, that some 
time might elapse before the legislature would meet and the 
necessary provision o:f law could be made so that the Secretary 
could go into those States and use some of this money there. 
It seems to me there -should be a provision somewhere giving 
the Secretary power to go into those States, if ri~essary, even 
though they have not made the provision of law provided for 
in this bill. 

I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon what would be 
the result in case there were no provision put there for that 
purpose? 

1\lr. McNARY. Mr. President, this is a general control meas
ure; and the Department of Agriculture. will seek cooperation 
with the States not only in the matter of financial aid but in 
attempts to eradicate or controi the · corn borer through the em
ployment of men. 

Mr. BLEASE. That is right, and I favor it; but what about 
the other matter? 

l\Ir. McNARY. There is nothing in the bill that prevents the 
Secretary of Agriculture from going into any State unless the 
legislature has acted. Let me say to the Senator that the corn 
borer is limited to a very small area of the United States, 
mainly the New England States, and has reached a portion of 
the States in the :Mississippi Valley. The attempt now is to 
localize it and prevent it from spreading to the West and the 
South and through the Mississippi Valley States. This bill does 
not contemplate the State of the Senator from South Carolina, 
nor any of the Southern States, because the corn borer is not 
found there. It has proven to be the most destructive agency 
to corn that has been known, and it works upon all forms of 
vegetation. The theory is that by a clean-up such as is provided 
in this large appropriation the spread, instead of continuing, 
can be controlled and the pest finally eradicated; hence, the 
necessity of do:i)lg this work on a national scale, in a large way, 
immediately. 

Mr. BLEASE. Then, if I understand the Senator, if it should 
happen that the corn borer should jump to one of the Southern 
States or to any other States, the Secretary of Agriculture 
could go in there without waiting for a law to be passed to 
allow him to do so? 

Mr. McNARY. Absolutely. 
Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I do not so read this bill. The 

proviso on page 2 says : 
Providect, 'l'hat in the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture no 

expenditures shall be made hereunder until the States wherein the Euro
pean corn borer exists shall have provided necessary regulatory legis
lation and until a sum or sums adequate to State cooperation shall have 
been appropliated, subscribed, or contributed by States, county, or local 
authorities or individuals or organizations. 

It seems· to me that the authority conferred by this bill is 
entirely too contingent ln chara_c~~ to ~~e~ the bill o~ any real 

value. The corn borer is coming right down from the Lakes· to 
this part of the world, making steady progress. In the State 
of Maryland, for instance, our legislature meets only once every 
two years, and I will say to the Senator from South Ca'rolina 
that the right to expend ·any money in this bill is made con
tingent not only on the passage of the proper regulatory legisla
tion by the State legislature but also on the raising of the proper 
sum or sums by county or local authorities or individuals or 
organizations. 

1\Ir. SMITH. Does it not say, if I understood the reading of 
the bill-! have not looked at it recently-" in the discretion of 
the Secretary"? 

Mr. BRUCE. Yes; it does. It says "in the discretion of the 
Secretary of Agriculture," but I would not leave him any dis
cretion about it. 

Mr. McNARY~ The Secretary of Agriculture proposes, if this 
appropriation is made and the bill is passed, to spend this money 
in a national way in those States where the corn borer is pres
ent, all of which have passed regulatory legislation. It is 
discretionary with him ; and if he finds the presence of the corn 
borer in a State where there has not been the passage of regu
latory legislation, he can cooperate with the county and State 
officials upon some sufficient guaranty that .will permit him to 
enter there and expend this money. 

Mr. BRUCE. I believe the Senator is right. I withd1·aw 
my suggestion. 

Mr. McNARY. It is necessary to handle this matter in a 
large way if anything is to be accomplished. I want to say 
that the bill has passed the ·House, practically without any oppo
sition, and has received the sanction of the Director of the 
Budget. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I am glad I mentioned the 
matter, anyway, because now, in case there should be any ques
tion, the Secretary will know that that is the Senate's idea of 
the bill. 

1\lr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Oregon if he does not think there are some elements of 
injustice and discrimination in the bill. That is to say, the 
Secretary of Agriculture has discretion to make an appropria
tion, say, for the State of South Dakota, providing, in the exer
cise of his discretion, he determines· that South Dakota shall 
contribute $100,000. He may say that the State of Utah shall 
not contribute anything. It would seem to me that if we are 
going to exact any contribution from a State we ought to fix 
the amount which each State shall pay. 

Mr. McNARY. In the first place, the corn borer is present 
only in portions of a few States, all of which have passed regu
latory legislation. Secondly, we have passed many bills of 
similar character, placing discretion in the Secretary of Agri
culture; namely, in the Senator's own State, where the Secre
tary of Agriculture cooperates with private institutions and 
with the State in the control and detection and prevention of 
fire, and the amount of cooperation is left discretionary with 
the Forest Service. It is impossible to state any specific 
amount of money that may be expended in any State, or wllat 
the State's contribution shall be. The purpose of this bill is 
to go into those States where the cot·n borer is now found, 
and is destroying practically all of the corn which is being 
grown, to save further national destruction of this great crop. 

Mr. KING. 1\Ir. President, may I ask the Senator-and I 
am asking for information-if some of the States refuse to 
make any conb.·ibution at all, whether the Secretary of Agri
culture will not go ahead and make the expenditure just the 
same; and, if that is true--let me ask the other question, also-
would not that be an incentive to all of them not to make any 
contributions? 

Mr. :McNARY. I do not think that situation will arise ; but 
I want to say to the Senator that if we can localize and control 
and eradicate this great pest before it spreads over the coun
try, for the whole country's sake, it would be better if the 
National Government paid the whole bill if necessary. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield, I 
think the question asked by my fl'iend from Utah is largely 
academic, because if the corn borer gets into any State there 
is no question in the world but that the legislature will at 
once make an appropriation. It is the deadliest pest _that 
has ever affected corn. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oreg-on 

yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. McNARY. I do. · 
Mr. McMASTER. The Senator mentioned the fact that only 

a few States are affected by the corn borer. What States are 
~ose, please? -
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Mr. Mc:NARY. The northern portion of New York, New 

Hampshire, Maine, Vermont, a portion of Pennsylvania, In
diana, and Michigan. 

Mr. 'VATSON. It is in five counties of my State. 
Mr. McNARY. So far, the area is a restricted one. 
Mr. l\Icl\lASTER. In other words, the largest area affected 

is in the New England States? 
Mr. McNARY. Yes. 
Mr. McMASTER. I am very glad to support any measure 

that will help agricultm·e in the New England States, and I 
am glad that they are here a king for help. I hope that they 
will help some of the 'Vestern States on some other measures 
in which we are interested. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
l\Ir. McNARY. I yield. 
Mr. HOWELL. The corn borer began its ravages in Massa

<.'husetts and has since infested other portions of New Eng
land, New York, Ontario, Michigan, northern Pennsylvania, 
northern Ohio, and, I believe, has already infested portions of 
Indiana. 

Mr. WATSON. It is in five counties in Indiana. 
1\Ir. HOWELL. It is in 17 counties in Michigan. Hon. L. 

Whitney Watkins, commissioner of agriculture for Michigan, 
recently wrote me as follows : 

We have 1,000 !"quare miles of infested area in Michigan at the 
present time, and it is gradually spreading westward. Fifty-two 
additional townships were discov<:'red by the scouts to be infested dur
ing the summer of 1926, and I presume that there were other townships 
which we were unable to locate. 

This is the worst pest which has ever invadeq the agricultural dis
tl'icts of tile United States. I hope that it will never reach the great 
Corn Belt of the West. We are trying to hold it back from spreading, 
but it looks as if Federal aid in large proportions will be necessary to 
do it. The larger the area over which it spreads the greater the cost 
of combating it. 

It may be necessary to reduce the corn acreage to 5 acres per farmer 
in the State, and then see that the crop is so treated as to not leave a 
corn borer alive. The only solution that I see for the elimination or 
the corn borer is to destroy it. 

The situation is seriou , and that does not fully express it, 
as evidence by the following trustworthy statements: 

Several agricultural authorities, after studying the European corn
borer sih1ation and >isiting the devastated areas in Canada, have pro
nounced this insect a the greatest menace that has ever confronted 
American agriculture. This is the opinion of careful, conservative 
scientific men and not the disordered imagination of alarmists. With 
the advance of this pest toward the Corn Belt of the Central West, 
and its increasing destructiveness in the areas already infested, na
tional prosperity is seriously tllreatened as never before realized. This 
pest looms on the horizon as a factor which is ab olutely certain to 
have a tremendous disturbing influence on the whole fabric of our 
national, economic, and political lite. 

Although the borer has already ruined the corn and hog industry 
of sections of Canada, it has only begun to show its effect in the 
United States, and the degree of disturbance to American industry 
which will be caused by this new theatening factor will depend on the 
financial and moral support of every agency in America. 

A study of the situation in the older infestations in Canada reflects 
the po sible effects in the great Corn Belt of the Central West if the 
borer becomes well established there. Last year (1925) all of the 
cornfields in Kent and Essex Counties in Canada showed a commercial 
loss of 50 to 100 per cent. In 1926 the normal corn acreage of 
100,000 acres in Essex County was reduced to 8,000 acres, this greatly 
reduced acreage showing practically a complete lo~s. Similar condi
tions prevailed in Kent County. Hundred-acre fields which were out
side the heavy infested area in 1925 and which produced 50 to 100 
bushels of corn were total losses this year. A speaker at a recent 
banquet at Chatham, Ontario, stated that the corn-fed hog in that 
section was almost a relic of the past. Farmers who produced 200 to 
400 hogs each year do not have a single hog this year. Farmers are 
attempting to substitute sugar beets, tomatoes, alfalfa, tobacco, grapes 
and other crops for the corn crop. It is evident to everyone that 
this change will be slow and that great loss is being suffered by 
the landowners. Land values in this section have already decreased 
25 to 50 per cent. 

The westward spread of the borer has been comparatively slow 
up to this year-about 30 miles per annum-because the natural 
spread is in the moth stage and with the wind. The prevailing 
wlnd when the moths are flying has been from the south and west. 
However, strong east and northeast winds in 1926 when the moths 
were flying carried them a hundred or more miles wcstwaru and the 
borer is now to be found in northeastern Indiana and in Michigan to 
within one and one-half counties of Lake Michigan. The spread JDaY be 

expected to be more rapid from now on if the proper measures are not 
adopted. In other words, 1f this insect is not chE>ck<:'d immediately, 
the corn borer will no doubt be found throughout the Corn Belt in two 
to five years. The consequences may be disastrous to American pros
perity, and certainly the establishment of this insect wll1 immediately 
increase the cost of production of corn. 

The European corn borer has four distinct stages in its life cycle. 
First, the adult or moth which appears in late June. Second, the 
eggs, which are laid on the leaf surfaces about the first week of July 
by the adult female moth. Third, the larva or worm stage, which is 
the injurious stage and the one toward which the control methods are 
directed. Thls stage appears about the second week of July and con
tinues with us the rest of the summer and the following winter. The 
larva goes into a dormant state to pass the wintE'r and may be found 
in the burrows it has uug in either the stalks or cobs. Fourth, in 
early June, the larva changes into the pupa stage, from which it bursts 
as the moth later in the month. 

Practically all of the borers pass the winter as full-grown borers in 
the stalks of corn. Workers in the United States Department of Agri
culture and State experiment stations believe the corn borer can be 
controlled by thorough clean-up of crop residues in the sections now in
fested. This clean-up means the proper disposal of stalks by plowing 
under, burning, and feeding. The cost of such a clean-up is estimated 
at about $6 per acre. It is recommended that this plan be followed and 
tbat steps be taken to effect this clean-up by June 1, 1927. 

It is unnecessa1·y to urge that this measure should be com
bated immediately, because, as heretofore set forth, in Ontario, 
where in the past they have raised large quantities of corn, this 
cereal has ceased to be a crop. If this corn borer ever reaches 
our great corn-producing States of the Middle West it is evident 
that it will mean a revolution in our agricultural economy. 

1\Ir. CURTIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield to the 

Senator from Kansas? 
l\Ir. McNARY. I yield. 
1\Ir. CURTIS. I know that every corn-growing State in the 

Union will very gladly join in this effort to stop the spread of 
the corn borer. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Kan
sas need not limit it to the corn-growing States. This is a 
matter of such vital and such universal concern to the interests 
of our counh·y that I do not think nnybody would be influenced 
by the fact as to whether it was regional or not. 

Mr. CURTIS. I agree with the Senator from Maryland that 
all States should join in the eradication of the corn borer. 
I mentioned the corn-growing States because they had been 
referred to before. 

Mr. BRUCE. I think we all feel the same way about the 
matter. 

Mr. KEYES. :Ur. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. l\IcNARY. I yield. 
Mr. KEYES. Reference was recently made to the corn borer 

being in New England and as being confined practically to the 
New England States, and it was suggested that therefore New 
England would profit by this appropriation. I want to say that 
we have been through the experience of having the corn borer 
in New· Eng·land, and I think we have handled the situation 
there pretty well. 

I stated before the Committee on Agriculture when thi mat
ter was up-and I am a member of that committee-that if thi~ 
appropriation were made, in all probability not one dollar of it 
would be spent in New England, but that we in New Englancl 
are very glad to cooperate in every way to further the appropri
ation in order that States in the West now threatened with the 
corn borer might be benefited. I am very glad, indeed, to 
indorse this appropriation and believe it will be for the benefit 
of the whole country. 

'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the unani
mous-consent agreement proposed by the Senator from Ore
gon? The Chair hears none, so the unfinished business will be 
temporarily laid aside, and the Senate will proceed to the con
sideration of House bill 15849. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 15649) to provide for the eradi
cation or control of the European corn borer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee on page 2, line 18, to insert 
an additional proviso. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was re-ported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 

be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, an.d passed. 
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STATE, JUSTIOE, ETC., APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of House bill 16576, making 
appropriations for the Departments of State, Justice, Commerce, 
and Labor. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con
sider the bill (l"'. R. 16576) making appropriations for the De
partments of State and Justice and for the judiciary, and for 
the Departments of Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1928, and for other purposes, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Appropriations with amend
ments. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask unanimous consent that 
the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that the 
bill may be read for amendment, the committee amendments 
to be considered first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the bill will be read for action on the amend
ments of the committee. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 

under the beading "Diplomatic Service, ambassadors and min
isters," on page 5, line 10, after the name " Dominican Repub
lic," to insert " Dominion of Canada," ; in line 12, after the 
name "Hungary" to insert "Irish Free State,"; and in line 17, 
after the word " all " to strike out " $330,000 " and insert 
" $350,000," so as to make the paragraph read : 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Albania, 
Austria, Bolivia, Bulgaria, Czechosl()vakia, Colombia, Costa Rica, Den
mark, Dominican Republic, Dominion of Canada, Ecuador, Egypt, 
Finland, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Irish Free 
State, Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Persia, Poland, Portugal, 
Rumania, Salvador, Siam, Sweden, Switzerland, Uruguay, and Venezuela, 
at $10,000 each; to the Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes, $10,000; and to 
Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania, $10,000; in all, $350,000; 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, at the end of line 23, to 

change the total appropriation for ambassadors and ministers 
from $611,500 to $631,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead " Contingent 

expenses, foreign missions," on page 8, at the end of line 6, to 
insert a colon and the following additional proviso : 

Provitlea further, That the Secretary of State is hereby auth()rized to 
reimburse Lao Lang Hui, interpreter of the legation in Bangkok, Siam, 
from the appropriation for contingent expenses, foreign missions, 1927, 
for rent of living quarters occupied during the fiscal year 1927, not 
exceeding $550. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead " Boundary line, 

Alaska and Canada, and the United States and Canada," on 
page 17, line 13, after the figures "$26,410" to strike out "Pro
vided, That the commissioner shall be allowed his traveling 
expenses in accordance with the provisions of the subsistence 
expense act of 1926," and in lieu thereof to insert: 
. Provided, That when the C()mmissioner is absent from Washington 

and from his regular place of residence on official business he shall 
not be allowed actual and n ecessary expenses of subsistence in excess of 
$8 per day. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, line 15, after the fig

ures '' $22,000" to insert "of which sum $5,000 shall be imme
diately available," so as to read: 

To enable the President to perform the obligations of the United 
Stat es under the treaty between the United States and Great Britain 
in respect of Canada, signed February 24, 1925 ; for salaries and ex
penses, including the salary of the comnf'issioner and E;alaries of the 
necessary engineers, clerks, and other employees for duty at the seat 
of government and in the field ; cost of office equipment and supplies ; 
necessary traveling expenses; commutation of subsistence to employe~s 
while on field duty not to exceed $4 per day each; for payment for 
timber necessarily cut in keeping the boundary line clear not to ex
ceed $500 ; and for all other necessary and reasonable expenses in
curred by the United States in maintaining an effective demarcation 
of the international boundary line between the United States and 
Canada and Alaska and Canada under the terms of the treaty afore
said, to be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of State, 
$22,000, of which sum $5,000 shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "Waterways 

treaty, United States and Great Britain: International Joint 
Commission, United States and Great Britain," on page 23, line 
16, _after the words " Secretary of State" to strike ~ut "Pr..o-

vided, That traveling expenses of the commission or secretary 
in accordance with the provisions of the subsistence expense 
act of 1926," and in lieu thereof to i:psert: 

Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended for 
subsistence of the commission or secretary, except for actual and nec
essary expenses, not in excess of $7 per day each, when absent from 
Washington and from his regular place of residence on official business. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead " Marshals, 

district attorneys, clerks, and other expenses of United States 
courts," on page 41, line 22, to increase the appropriation for 
regular assist~ts to United States district attorneys who are 
appointed by the Attorney General at a fixed annual compen
sation, from $1,0"75,000 to $1,100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was under the subhead " Penal and 

Correctional Institutions," on page 48, after line 3, to insert: 
Probation system, United States courts: For salaries and actual ex

penses of probation officers, as provided by section 3 of the act en
titled "An act to provide for the establishment of a probation system 
in the United States courts, except in the District ot Columbia," 
approved March 4, 1925, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Aircraft in 

commerce," on page 52, line 8, before the word "for," to strike 
out "$136,230" and insert "$165,000," and in line 24, after 
the word " foregoing," to strike out " $556,390 " and insert 
" $796,250," so as to read : 

Aircraft in commerce : To carry out the provisions of the act ap
proved May 20, 1926, entitled "An act to encourage and regulate the 
use of aircraft in commerce. and for other purposes," including personal 
services in the District of Columbia (not to exceed. $165,000 for the 
fiscal year 1928) and elsewhere; rent in the District of Columbia and 
elsewhere; printing and binding; traveling expenses; purchase of furni
ture and equipment; stationery and supplies, including medical supplies, 
typewriting, adding, and computing machines, accessories and repairs ; 
purchase of one passenger-carrying automobile at a cost of not to exceed 
$2,000 ; maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-propelled passenger
carrying vehicles ; purchase of not to exceed five airplanes, including 
accessories and spare parts, and maintenance, operation, and repair of 
airplanes, including accessories and spare parts ; special clothing, wear
ing apparel, and similar equipment for aviation purposes; purchase of 
books of reference and periodicals ; newspapers, reports, documents, · 
plans, specifications, maps, manuscripts, and all other publications; and 
all other necessary expenses not included in the foregoing, $796,250, of 
which $111,500 shall be immediately available. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 53, line 14, after the word 

"grant," to strike out" $3,011,775" and insert" $3,219,500," and 
in line 15, after the word "which," to · strike out "$400,000" 
and insert " $450,000," so as to read : 

Air navigation facilities: For the establishment and maintenance of 
aids . t9 air navigation, including the equipment of additional air mail 
routes for day and night flying; the construction of necessary lighting, 
radio, and other signaling and communicating structures and apparatus; 
repairs, alterations, and all expenses of maintenance and operation ; for 
personal services in the District of Columbia (not to exceed $34,220) 
and elsewhere; purchase, maintenance, operation, and repair of motor
propelled, passenger-carrying vehicles, including their exchange ; and for 
the acquisition of the necessary sites by lease, or grant, $3,219,500, of 
which $450,000 shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Bureau of 

Foreign and Domestic Commerce," on page 54, line 19, after the 
figures " $385,000," to insert a comma and " of which sum not 
to exceed $77,000 shall be available for personal services in the 
District of Columbia," so as to read: 

Commercial attach4is: For commercial attach4is, to be appointed by 
the Secretary of Commerce, after examination to be held under his 
direction to determine their competency and to be accredited through · 
the State Department, whose duties shall be to investigate and report 
upon such conditions in the manufacturing industries and trade of 
foreign countries as · may be- of interest to the United States; and for 
the compensation of a clerk or clerks for each commercial attache at 
the rate of not to exceed $3,000 per annum for each person so employed, 
and for janitor and messenger service, traveling and subsistence ex
penses of officers and employees, rent outside of the District of Co
lumbia, purchase of furniture · and equipment, stationery and supplies , 
typewriting, adding, and computing machines, accessories and repairs, 
books of reference, and periodicals, maps, reports, document s, pla ns, 
specifications, manuscripts, newspapers (both foreign and domestic) not 
exceeding ~700, and all other publications, travel · to and from · the 
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United States, lee and drinking water for office purposes, and all other 
incidental expenses not included in the foregoing; such commercial 
attaches shall serve directly under the Secretary of Commerce and shall 
report dit·ectly to him, $385,000, of which sum not to exceed $77,000 
shall be available for personal services in the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator having 

this bill in charge how much more, in the aggregate, is carried 
in this bill than was appropriated for the corresponding de
partments and the activities of those various departments for 
the present fiscal year? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, the increase in 
the entire bill over last year, covering these four different 
departments, is $817,625. That is divided as foilows: 

For the State Department there is an increase of $20,000; 
for the Department of Justice, $75,000; for the Department 
of Commerce, $722,625; and for the Department of Labor no 
increase at all. 

For the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, in the 
Department of Commerce, the House increased the appropria
tion $368,000 over the appropriation for last year. The Senate 
committee have added $175,000 to what the House appro
priated. 

Mr. KING. For the Department of Commerce? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; for the Bureau of Foreign 

and Domestic Commerce. 
Mr. KING. Why did the committee give the Department of 

Commerce nearly a million dollars more than it had a year 
ago, when the appropriations for that department, as every
body knows, are not only generous but in some respects, I 
think, extravagant? 

Mr. J01\TES of Washington. The principal increases came 
in the aviation section for air-navigation facilities. The Sen
ator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] calls my attention to the 
fact that the item relating to helium plants was put in the 
bill in the House, and that carries $1,063,000. We did not 
add that. For air-navigation facilities we added a little over 
$200,000. 

Mr. KING. For air navigation? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. For air-navigation facilities. 

Then under "Aircraft in commerce" we increased the appro
priation from $556,000 to $796,000. In other words, the House 
provided for 5 airplanes, and the committee gave 10, with a 
corresponding increase as to the other facilities. 

Mr. KING. Ten airplanes for what purpose? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. That is for carrying out the act 

of May 20, 1926, an act to encourage and promote the use of 
aircraft in commerce, and so forth. The duty was placed upon 
the Secretary of Commerce to examine all the airplanes, to 
register them, im;pect them, and all that sort of thing. 

Mr. KING. I make no complaint concerning that. I was 
wondering if 10 planes were needed to accomplish that task. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The department urged very 
strongly over 20, but the Budget estimate gave them 10. The 
House cut that down to 5, and the Senate committee restored 
it to 10, the same as the Budget estimate. They say they will 
do the best they can with that, but they feel that is not even 
sufficient to properly carry out the provisions of the act Con
gress passed. 

Mr. KING. Did Secretary McCracken appear before the 
committee and testify? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. He did. 
Mr. KING. And it was his view that 10 planes are nec

essary? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. It was. 
Mr. KING. I have a good deal of confidence in his judgment 

and his practical experience. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. He impressed me as a very 

competent man, and as a man who wants to keep expenses down 
as much as he possibly can. 

Mr. KING. I think that is true. But I was wondering 
whether it would require so large a number in order to dis
.charge the duties placed upon that department. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. He felt that he ought to have 
twenty-odd. 

Mr. BINGHAM subsequently said; 1\Ir. President, the Sena
tor from Utah a few minutes ago questioned the increase in the 
appropliation for civil aviation. 

Mr. KING. I beg the Senator's pardon. If he means that by 
questioning I was objecting, he is in error. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I did not mean to say that the Senator was 
opposed to it, but he asked a question. I merely wish to ask 
unanimous consent to put in the RECORD at this point a state
ment which I have prepared, which I think will be found inter
esting in that connection, showing the necessity for the increase 

over the amount provided by the House, explaining just what 
is involved. 

I ask to have the statement printed in the RmoRD, and I also 
ask unanimous consent to have printed in the .RECORD a state 
ment regarding the lighting of civil airways, a matter which is 
not generally understood. I think the statement will be fotmd 
interesting in this connection, because it is largely for that 
purpose that the increased appropriation for the Department 
of Commerce is to be used. 

Mr. KING. The Senator to understand will recall that when 
the bill for the passage of which he was so largely responsible 
was under consideration, we had a number of conferences, and 
I agreed with the Senator as to the necessity of that measure 
I have taken a great deal of interest in it, and, so far as I can 
understand, these appropriations seem quite reasonable, al 
though I did not know that it would need so many airplanes 
for the purpose of making investigations as are called for. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President. I appreciate the Senator's 
interest. 

'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the matter 
presented by the Senator from Connecticut will be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The rna tter referred to is as follows : 
1\IEMORANDUM SHOWING REDUCTION IN THE AERONAUTICS PROGRAM 011' 

THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE NECESSITATED BY THE CUT IN THII 

BUDGET ESTIMATES MADE BY THE HOUSE 

1. The following table compares the Budget estimates with the 
allowances made in the bill as passed by the House : 

Item Budget 
estimates House bill Decrease 

Aircraft in commerce_------------------------- $796,250 $556,390 $239,860 
Air navigation facilities------·----------------- 3, 219,500 3, 011,775 207,725 

1---------1--------1----------
TotaL-----------·--·-------------------- 4, 015,750 3, 568,165 447,585 

AIRCRAF'r IN COMMERCE 

2. The appropriation "Aircraft in commerce" is available for all 
expenses of administration, apart from the establishment and main
tenance of lights and other navigational facilities along air routes. 
This appropriation, in other words, is for the expenses of the in
formation service required by the air commerce act, the expenses of 
registering and licensing planes and examining and licensing pilots 
and mechanics, the expenses of mapping the ait· routes by the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, and the expenses of the scientific research carried 
on at the Bureau of Standards. Funds for mapping and for scientific 
research are allotted to the Coast and Geodetic Survey and to the 
Bureau of Standards, respectively, from this appropriation. 

3. Both the Budget estimate and the House blll provided that a 
certain portion of the appropriation under this item should be im
mediately available-that is, available for expenditure during the fiscal 
year 1927 as an addition to the current appropriation. The Budget 
contained $168,000 for this purpose. The House reduced this amount 
to $111,500. The reduction made by the House, therefore, af'l'ects the 
1927 program as well as the work for the fiscal year 1928. 

4. The following table shows, for both 1927 and 1928, the amounts 
which would be available for the several activities which the appro
priation "A.ircraft in commerce" covers under the Budget estimate, 
and, comparatively, under the allowance approved by the House: 

Prouram 

Item Budget House Reduc· 
estimate bill tion 

1927 

Appropriation already available _____________________ $2i>O, 000 $250,000 
Added allowance in this bill_________________________ 168,000 111,500 ---$56,-500 

Estimated apportionment, by activities: AdministratioiL ________________________________ _ 
Information _____ --------------------------------
Registration and licensing_-------------------~--
Mapping (Coast and Geodetic Survey) _________ _ 
Research (Bureau of Standards)---------·-------

418,000 361,500 

55 000 
23

1

000 
253,000 

7,000 
80,000 

55 000 
23,000 

196,500 
7,000 

80,000 

56,500 

56,500 

41 s, 000 361, 500 56, 500 

1928 

Carried in this bilL------------·-------------·----·- 628,250 444,890 I_ 183,360 

Estimated apportionment, by activities: Administration _________________________________ _ 
Information __ -----------------------------------Registration and licensing ______________________ _ 
Mapping (Coast and Geodetic Survey) _________ _ 
Research (Bureau of Standards)-----------------

74,000 
40,000 

377,250 
12,000 

125,000 

64,000 
35,000 

224,890 
12,000 

109,000 

628, 250 444, 890 

10,000 
5,000 

152,360 

16,000 

183,360 
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5. It will be seen that, so far as the current year's program is con

cerned, the entire cut made by the House occurs in the allotment for 
the division of registration and licensing. This is reduced from 
$253,000 to $196,500-a cut of $56,500. 

6. In the 1928 program, the reduction made by the House is dis
tributed to some extent over several of the activities which must be 
supported out of this appropriation, although the work of registration 
and licensing is again the most seriously affected. Ten thousand dollars 
would be taken off of administration, $5,000 off of the information 
service, and $16,000 off of the experimental and research work being 
carried on by the Bureau of Standards. The division of registration 
and licensing is reduced from $377,250, as recommended by the Budget, 
to $224,890-a cut of $152,360, or 40 per cent of the Budget allowance. 

REGISTRATION AND LICENSING 

7. In regulating the use of aircraft for commercial purposes the 
department is required to register all aircraft engaged in interstate or 
foreign commerce and such purely intrastate aircraft as may apply 
for registration. It is required to rate registered aircraft as to their 
airworthiness, and to that end must, of course, inspect each plane or 
dirigible not only at the time of rating but at more or less ft·equent 
intervals thereafter. 

8. The department is required to examine and to license pilots and 
mechanics working on registered planes, in more or less the same way 
that it now examines and licenses the masters, mates, and engineers of 
vessels in the merchant marine. 

9. It is required also to establish and enforce air-traffic rules--rules 
by which 1l.ll aircraft will be governed in flying on their courses, in 
taking off, and in landing. It must provide for the identification of all 
aircraft, by number or other symbol · -

10. In cutting down the funds for the department's regulatory work 
(for the two fiscal years, 1927 and 1928) from $630,250 to $421,390-
a cut of $208,860, or about one-third-the House bas crippled the 
Inspection and licensing features of the air commerce act in a very 
substantial way. The Budget estimates contemplated that the depart
ment would employ a force of 40 inspectors to carry on the actual 
work of inspecting and registering aircraft, examining and licensing 
pilots and mechanics, inspecting and rating air-navigation facilities, en
forcing the air-traffic rules, and performing the other regu!atory work 
which the air commerce act requires. To facilitate this work, the 
Budget estimates included funds for the purchase an·d the operation 
and maintenance of 10 airplanes, which the department's inspectors 
would use in the field. The House reduced the number of inspecto'rs• 
from 40 to 20 and the number· of planes from 10 to 5. In other words, 
it cut the effective field force to be used in regulatory work squarely in 
two. Obviously, this means that but about half of the regulatory wor-k 
contemplated by the Budget could be done. 

11. Now, the Budget figure itself represented a very close estimate 
of the funds necessary to carry out the regulatory work required ·by 
the air commerce act. The Budget figure, of course, Wrul determined 
last November. It is now the opinion of the Department of Com
merce that even the full amount of the Budget estimate would not be 
adequate for all the work which should be done if the Government is to 
give to the aeronautical industry the service which it expects under 
the regulatory features of the air commerce act. The industry, through 
Us various publications and by correspondence with the department, 
is every day making it perfectly plain that it is relying upon the Gov
ernment to carry out the full regulatory program which the act con
templates. It would not be fair to the industry to cut this program 
in half and allow some important and necessary features to stand in 
abeyance. 

AIR NAVIGATION FACILITIES 

12. The appropriation "Air navigation facilities" ls available for 
all expenses of providing beacon lights, emergency landing fields, radio
communication facilities, and other aids to air navigation along air 
routes, and for maintaining those aids and keeping them in operation. 
This entire appropriation is transferred to the Lighthouse Service for 
expenditure. 

13. The Budget estimate included $3,219,500 for the establishment 
and maintenance of aids to navigation along air routes during the 
fiscal year 1928. The House reduced this amount to $3,011,775-a 
cut of $207,725. A reduction was made in the number of field em
ployees and in the allowance for fuel and for travel expenses. 

14. The department's lighting program up to the end of the fiscal 
year 1928, was based upon the anticipated contracts of the Post Office 
Department for carrying the mail. The department's policy was to be 
in a position to maintain beacon lights, landing fields, and other 
facilities, along such routes as the Post Office Department might put 
under air-mail contract. It is anticipated by the Post Office Depart
ment that the total mileage of air-mail routes which will be under 
contract by .Tune 30, 1928, assuming that proper navigational facilities 
can be provided, will be 10,408. Of this mileage, 551 miles will be on 
routes where night flying is unnecessary. Of the remaining mileage-
9,857 miles-the transcontinental route has been lighted by the Post 
Offi.ce Department from New York to Salt Lake City, a distance of 

2,041 miles. This leaves a mileage to be lighted by the Department of 
Commerce of 7,816 miles. 

THE 1927 PROGRAM 

15. The department has already established lighting facilities and 
landing fields along certain routes. It is steadily extending the lighted 
mileage. According to present plans, facilities will have been com
pleted by the department, or contracted for, along 2,496 miles of air~ 
way by June 30 of this year. This will leave 5,320 miles to be pro
video with lights and landing facilities-so far as possible with the 
available funds--during the fiscal year 1928. 

THE 1928 PROGE.Al\1 

16 .. The department had not expected, even with the full amount of 
the Budget allowance, to complete the equipment of this mileage during 
the fiscal year 1928-that is, the 5,320 miles- in the Post Offi.ce DE-pa rt
ment program of air-mail routes which will remain without facilities 
at the close of the current year. With the money allowed by the Budget 
it was estimated that lighting facilities and landing fields could be 
established along about 3,500 miles only, which would leave about 1,800 
miles of air-mail routes still without facilities at the close of the 
fiscal year 1928. 

17. In cutting the Budget figure by more than $200,000, then, the 
House has reduced an amount which was already inadequate. If the 
reduction were permitted to stand, it would mean a reduction of 600 
miles in the lighting program for the fiscal year 1928. It would cut 
the mileage to be provided with lights and landing facilities from 
3,500 miles to 2,900 miles and leave approximately 2,400 miles of air
mail routes without navigational facilities. at the close of the fiscal 
year 1928. 

[From Aviation, January 31, 1927] 
DEPARTMEJ.~T OF COMMERCE LIGHTS CIVIL AIRWAYS-CONTRACT AIR 

MA}L ROUTES ALMOST COUPLETELY LIGHTED BY 1928 
Tile aeronautics branch, Department of Commerce, under the Assist

ant Secretary of Commerce for Aviation, William P. MacCracken, jr., 
is very rapidly pushing ahead with the work of lighting the airways of 
the United States to permit the mail on the contract air mail routes 
and other air transportation over these routes to be carried on at 
night and thus bring the advantages of the air method of transport 
up to their maximum value. The first airway beacon set up by the 
Federal Government under the provisions' of the air commerce act of 
1926 was lighted on December 7, 1926. It is designated beacon No. 71 
and is located 15 miles northeast of Moline, Ill., on the Chicago-Dallas 
route. By the end of this month, January, according to plans, 501 
miles of this route, which is the N. A. T. air mail route, should be 
lighted. The lights are being installed by the Limestone Products Co. 

The work of installing lights has, however, not been confined to one 
locality only, the equipment of other routes for night flying having 
been carried on at th'e same time in order that it may be possible for 
all the contract air-mail operators to consider night flying as part of 
their schedules as soon as practical. Thus the lighting of the Boston
New York airway, including the lighting of emergency fields, is already 
completed. This route is 220 miles in length and extends from the 
Boston airport to · Hadley Field, New Brunswick, N. J., which is the 
eastern terminus of the Trans-Con tin ental Air Mail Service. 

OTHER ROUTES BEING LIGHTED 
Another route which is receiving immediate attention is that from 

St. Louis to Chicago. The equipping of this route for night flying is 
being carried out by the Robertson Aircraft Corporation, the air-mail 
contractor over the route. The distance is 277 miles and will include 
24 revolving beacons, with 9 lighted intermediate fields. The Varney 
mail route between Elko, Nev., and Pasco, Wash., is also receiving the 
attention of the Department at Commerce at this time. This route 
is 424 miles in length and ·lights are in progress of installation for 
110 miles at the northern end of the route. When completed, this 
section of the Elko-Pasco route will be provided with 1 revolving 
beacon and 20 acetylene blinkers at ap.proximately 5-mile intervals 
between Coyote Hill and Pasco. No emergency fields are being lighted 
on this route at this time- Another western route upon which work 
is now in progress is that from .Salt Lake City to Los Angeles, a dis
tance of 589 miles. Air mail over this route is carried on contract by 
the Western Air Express. At the present time this ro.ute will be 
lighted only between Las Vegas and Los Angeles, a distance of 278 
miles. 

Surveys have been completed on three other routes, and these will 
be the next to receive the attention of the aeronautics branch. These 
are :· The Chicago-Twin Cities route, 384 miles, of which 120 miles 
will be lighted ; the Cheyenne-Pueblo route, 200 miles, of which 160 
miles will be lighted; and the Detroit-Grand Rapids route, 140 miles, 
all of which is to be lighted. Wbether this latter route will actually 
be lighted in the near future is not altogether certain. 

The following Is the lighting program under the appropriation for 
the fiscal year 1927 : 
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Route 
No. 

1 
2 
3 • 6 
9 

12 

Route 

New York-Boston_------~---------
St. Louis-CWcago. __ --------------
Dallas-Chicago_-------------------
Salt Lake City-Los Angeles _______ 
Pasco-Elko_. -- ----- ---------------CWcago-Twin Cities ______________ 
Cheyenne-Pueblo ____ -------------

Route, 
miles 

220 
277 

1,000 
589 
424 
384 
200 

3,094 

Miles 
lighting 

220 
'%77 
501 
278 
110 
120 
160 

1, 666 

Number 
Number oflighted 
of lights in~~~e

fields 

i9 4 
24 9 

172 13 
20 7 

2 21 0 
(1) (3) 
(1) (1) 

---------- ----------

1 Includes 5 revolving beacons and 30 gas blinkers installed by the air-mail con· 
tractor. 

2 Includes 1 revolving beacon and 20 gas blinkers. 
• Under survey. 
It is understood that the budget proposed for the fiscal year 1928 

will probably admit of an additional 3,200 miles of airway being 
equipped with revolving beacons and lighted emergency fields. If this 
program can be carried into effect, the situation at the end of the fiscal 
year 1928 will be evident from the following details. The present air 
mail route system consists altogether of 8,G56 miles. The following 
figures are based upon this total mileage. It is, of course, probable 
that by the year 1928 there will be manY. more miles of regular air 
routes to be lighted for night flying: 

Present air mail system------------------------------------ 8, 656 Now lighted by Post Office ___________________________ 2, 041 
Lighted by Commerce, 1927--------------------- 1, 666 
Lighted by Commerce, 1927 deficiency____________ 830 

2 496 

I understand that the full Committee on Appropriations did 
have some hearings on the subject; but I was not present, be
cause I was in attendance on another very important com
mittee meeting and <!ould not be in the Committee on Appro
priations. What was shown, if anything, as to the necessity 
for this million-dollar appropriation for a helium plant, put
ting the Government into the business of manufacturing hel
ium, I do not know. We struck out the provision, but I under- , 
stand the full committee restored it. Is that true? 

Mr . .JONES of Washington. That is true. Let us dispose 
of the committee amendments first, and then we can take up 
the matter. The full committee restored the item. 

Mr. CURTIS subsequently said: Mr. President, there is an 
item in the bill in regard to helium, and I wish to have printed 
in the RECORD, following the discussion on that subject, an 
analysis of the helium situation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
THE HELIUM SITU.o\TION 

AN ANALYSIS F.l!O::I:I THE STANDPOINT OF PRIVATE OW:-l'ERSHIP WHICH SERI
OUSLY CONCERNS FUTURE SUPPLY AXD COST 

Helium is not scarce. All available supplies are for the present stored 
in the Los Angeles, but potentially there is a vast supply in the known 
gas fields of Kansas, Texas, and Utah and a still vaster supply certain 
to be discovered In these and other States. 

The Bureau of Mines bas promoted the idea of conservation of the 
readily visible supply. The principle may be wrong. In view of the 
great potential supply, much of which is being lost in fuel consumption, 
the extraction by commercial interests should be urged and encouraged. 

Lighted by Commerce, 1928--------------------------- 3,200 
7, 737 Instead, certain legislation has been passed and much discouragement 

set forth to restrain private citizens from entering the business. I 
Unlighted balance of present system _____________________ :____ 919 have a record of some of these statements. 

TWENTY-FOUR-INCH BEACONS There can "00 no volume of opposition at this time because so very few 
The equipment adopted by the aeronautics branch for the llghtin~ of r people know anything ~b~ut helium. It the plain _facts as outlined here 

the airways is based, in the main, on 24-inch revolving electric beacons should appeal to you, xt IS earnest!~ h?ped you will use every means to 
of 2,000,000 candlepower, developed by the Sperry Gyroscope Co. These defeat the n~w $1,063,000 appropnation asked on January 18 by the 
are placed on the average at approximate intervals of 10 miles, with Bureau of Mmes through the route of the Department of the Interiot• 
intermediate lighted fields at intervals of from 25 to 30 miles. Each by direct appeal to President Coolidge. The money is asked for the 
of these fields will have either a revolving beacon located on the site "construction of additional helium plants." 
or the field will be situated in the immediate vicinity of one of these • The real or concealed intention is to use this money in the construe
beacons on the airway. The emergency fields, in addition, will be tion of a plant at Amarillo, Tex. Our endeavor is to divorce the Gov
equipped with 20 white boundary lights, evenly arranged around the ernment absolutely fl'om helium manufacture and permit private capital 
field. A green light will indicate the best approach and red lights mark to build the aforesaid plant. 
obstructions in or about the field. The helium bill, introduced by Senator WADS WORTH and which 

It should be remembered that it is not within the province of the passed the House on January 21, 1925, reads in part as follows: 
Department of Commerce to equip the airports at the cities where stop9 " That for tile purpose of producing helium with which to supply the 
are made, such being in every case a municipal undertaking. It is needs of the Army and Navy and other branches of the Federal Gov
reported that many of the cities on the regular air routes are already ernment, the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to acquire 
improving their airports in line with the Department of Commerce land or interest in land by purchase, lease, or condemnation, when 
activities and are installing lighting. necessary, when helium can not be purchased from private parties at 

NEW EMERGENCY FIELDS 

Thirty-two new intermediate landing fields have been added to the 
list by the Department of Commerce in its surveys for lighting. These 
new fields are boundary lighted with white weather-proof electric 
lamps. At one end of the best approach is a green light. As already 
stated, red lights mark all obstructions. Many fields have revolv
ing beacons in the northeast corner, while the others are located 
as near the airway revolving beacon as is possible. Of course, these 
field lights burn all night, as do all of the airway lights. At many 
fields caretakers are in charge, and telephones are available at the 
lwmes of the caretakers as a rule. 

The new emergency fields are listed herewith by routes : 
Boston-New York: Teterboro, Hasbrouck Heights, N. J.; Bethany, 

Conn.; Dudley, Mass.; Framingham, Mass. 
St. Louis-Chicago: Godfrey, Ill. ; Carlinville, Ill.; Lowder, Ill.; 

Mason City, Ill.; Pekin, Ill.; La Rose, Ill.; Tanlca, Ill.; Morris, Ill.; 
Plainfield, Ill. 

Dallas-Chicago : Arlington, Tex.; Slidell, Tex. ; Muenster, Tex.; Pu
nell, Okla.; Norman, Okla.; Edmond; Okla.; Perry, Okla.; Chillocco, 
Okla. ; Unionville, Mo. ; Bloomfield, Iowa ; Fairfield, Iowa; Muscatine, 
Iowa. 

Los .Angeles-Salt Lake City: Verdemont, Calll. : Victorville, Calif.; 
Lenwood, Calif. ; Harvard, Calif. ; Baker, Calif. ; Mohawk Hill, Nev.; 
Jean, Nev. 

.Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, in our subcommittee we 
struck out the provision for the establishment of a helium 
plant to cost a little over a million dollars. It occurred to us 
to be something like the Muscle Shoals proposition, putting the 
Government into business. There were no hearings on that 
item when. I was present, and we concluded we would strike 
it out and have some understanding with the House conferees 
as to what it was for. 

less cost." 
Congress, through the Interior Department, has turned over to the 

Bureau of Mines the proposition of helium production. The Bureau of 
Mines has called the Linde Co. to operate the Fort Worth plant, the 
bureau maintaining business supervision. 

On January 7, 1927, the House passed an amendment to the helium 
bill which provides that the Bureau of Mines may " lease " any surplus 
helium to any American concern, and when no surplus exists they are 
empowered to " sell " helium for scientific and commercial develop
ments. 

The proposition is fraught with mischief for the future of helium 
supply and is ingenious in that it makes an impossible situation for 
the entry of private capital into the business, and it is possible the 
Supreme Court would frown on its constitutionality. It apparently 
got by because of the general apathy and the negligence of the oil and 
gas industry to state the other side, Some comments are as follows: 

1. Private producers will not enter into hopeless competition with 
the Government. No concern would buy bellum from private producers 
when they can "lease" it at a favorable figure. Just how a gas, sub
ject to leakage, loss, and usage, can be·" leased" is a mystery. 

2. If it were a matter of meeting competition, as will be the case it 
helium is extracted by private parties, producers would have no mis
givings. But the Bureau of Mines, in order to get contracts and hold 
their monopoly, can offer their helium at any figure or invoice it at 
actual cost, regardless of commercial bids. Such competition can not 
possibly be met. The proposition would appear to be deliberately 
framed to ma.ke helium production an absolute Government monopoly 
at the expense of the Federal Government and to the futility of an 
adequate future supply. 

3. No commercial airship company would be justi.fled in establishing 
an airship line when they are compelled to depend upon an uncert~l.in 

supply "leased" from the Government, because they may be cut off 
&11.1 moment A definite contract for supplies could not be given. 
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4. The theory that the Gonrnment should continue the extraction of 

helium, in order to maintain a supply, is as impractical as that the 
Government should produce its own coal, oil, and gasoline. 

5. If private producers are scared out of the business by the uneco
nomic Q.Dd pernicious meddling of the Bureau of 1\lines, there can never 
be a stable supply of helium sufficient for the increasing needs of the 
Army and Navy and at a reasonable price as engendered by commercial 
competition. Neither can commercial enterprises purchase or acquire a 
satisfactory supply under the terms in the aforesaid amendment. 

6. Not only is this expenditure absolutely unwarranted but the De
partment of the Interior, through the Bureau of Mines, is being set up 
as a manufacturer in competition with private ·business and to the abso
lute exclusion thereof. A wisely amended bill might have corrected the 
unfortunate situation. It might have left the way open to all. 

7. So apparently delicate was the proposition of getting the appro
pliation measure before Congress and in the right light that it was 
introduced through the President, avoiding reference to those promot
ing it. 

8. The Government is now in convenient position to retire from the 
business of helium manufacture and without further loss or embarrass
ment. 

9. In answer to any suggestion that private producers confine their 
activities to supplying the potential commercial market and let the 
Bureau of 1\lines proceed to build the plant at Amarillo, attention 
is cnlled to the aforesaid amendment to the helium bill; also the 
fact that the present commerd_al miu:ket alone would scarcely warr~nt 
the Investment. 

10. The present acute shortage of helium will be relieved when com
mercial production can begin in July, which will make further expendi
ture by the Government unwarranted. The present facilities are at the 
end of their usefulness. The $1,063,000 asked for at this time is an
other beginning, and the end is not in sight. The previous expenditures 
of over $10,000,000 for helium production are not to be lost sight of, 
but they were not in vain because of the processes perfected to a satis
factory degree. 

11. The proposed appropriation would be used for the purpose of 
building and equipping with entirely new machinery a brand new plant, 
showing that as far as present facilities are concerned the slate is wiped 
clean. . 

If any money is allotted at this time, It should be to the Bureau of 
Aeronautics for the following purposes : To purchase helium from pro
ducers, to provide new gold beater skin for the Los Angeles, to provide 
at least three helium tank cars, to build storage for helium at the places 
of use, to improve the impoverished Lakehurst station, and, lastly, to 
PYL'Chase two ships as planned. 

1. Last year and previously 30 per cent of the helium from the Fort 
Worth plant was lo.st in transit in the utterly obsolete oxygen cylinders 
proYided for the purpose. 

2. Helium tank cars are quite perfected. The initial car cost about 
$90,000, but others can probably be made at a much lower cost. In 
any event, they will soon pay for themselves and are badly needed. 

3. The only storage of consequence is for 600,000 cubic feet at the 
Lakehurst station. It should be much increased. A large modern ship 
requires 6,000,000 cubic feet o.f helium and should experience a yearly 
loss of perhaps 25 per cent. 

4. The Lakehurst station is not in condition at this time to use any 
large supplies of helium. It deserves immediate attention to bring it 
into condition for more extensive business. 

5. -we have no ships to use a large supply of helium at this time. 
For that reason the proposition of building more helium plants at this 
time should be set over to the next Congress in order to test out the 
intentions of private producers in the matter of supply. In the mean
time the small supply yet available from Fort Worth must and will 
suffice for the present limited requirements. 

6. It will take several years to build the ships planned ; meantime the 
principal requirement of the Navy for helium would be to fly the Los 
Angeles. A -plentiful supply of cheap helium will further stimulate the 
construction of lighter-than-air craft. 

The anxiety o! the Bureau of Mines and others who back their pro
posal to rush madly into helium production at this time is like putting 
the cart before the horse--an economic mistake. The transportatlo.n 
facilities and storage accommodations for helium urgently need prior 
attention and will absorb all the money the situation deserves at this 
time; otherwise waste is inevitable and private producers can not have 
opportunity to prove their worth. 

To grant the appropriation at this time will cause a false start to be 
made, so that vastly more funds may be required before the helium 
supply can be properly used and further developed. The danger is that 
Congress might become disgusted at the cost o! the whole business in 
relation to the results obtained. It is a delicate situatloa_. calling far 
careful thought and gQod judgment at this critical time. A mistake 
would be ditll.cnlt to correct during the next five years. Some considera
tions are: 

1. Congress will never. know where it stands in the matter of ap
propriations if the Government is to be a producer of helium. The 
pmpos~tion of pro~iding money for the purchase of helium and pro
vision for its use can be estimated with exactitude. 

2. Under commercial competition in helium production the supplies 
will not only be sufficient for all needs, but the price will be at the 
lowest possible figure commensurate with a business profit. It is a 
manufactming problem in simple economics which has withstood the 
test of time. 

3. Congress can at one stroke bring this about by absolutely deny
ing the appropriation in the present session ; otherwise the Govern
ment will be launched into helium production on a costly scale with its 
attendant disappointments. It means plants operated out of np'pro
priations and not out of normal business profits. It means the usual 
inefficiencies, jealousies, jobs, probable waste, and conHnued shortage 
due to the awkwardness in meeting a condition which would regulate 
itself under commercial competition. 

Helium production is actively in the minds of many oil and gas 
producers. Lack of general knowledge of the business has made them 
doubtful and apathetic. However, capital is eager and available for 
the purpose of production. In particular, John R. Leonard, of Wash
ington, Pa., a wealthy oil producer, is much interested. The writer 
and Jiis associates, including 1\lr. Leonard, ha~ the means to begin 
plant construction the moment the appropriation is denied. 

The rich helium-bearing gas at Amarillo, of recent discovery, Is 
the first which bas been attractive to commercial producers. The 
leaner gas heretofore available in other localities was not of sufficient 
richness to induce producers to make a very serious initial effort. 
Army and Navy officials became disgusted at the puttering, but now, 
the conditions are changed due to Amarillo. 

Some amazing discoveries of vast natural-gas supplies, heretofore 
unexpected, are being made in the great area comprising parts of south
western Kansas, northwestern Texas, and Oklahoma and eastern New 
Mexico. That these gases are more or less rich in helium is a proven 
fact, but none to date equal the Ama.rijlo supply. The proposition now 
is to get under immediate production from that particula:J: gas and let 
conservation measm·es apply to other areas which are certain to develop. 

It is understood that should the Government build the plant proposed 
at Amarillo the rich gas supply there available would be condemned to 
the exclusive use of that plant. Commercial producers would not be 
permitted to manufacture helium at that point in any attempt to supply 
helium to the Government at a cost below the cost of GoYernment 
manufacture. 

It may be interesting to examine the actual volume o.f helium pro
duced at the Fort Worth plant. Divide its total into the actual aJIIl)Unt 
expended through former appropriations and the result should represent 
the approximate actual cost of our helium per 1,000 feet. 
Fiscal year ending July 1 : 1921 ___________________________________________ _ 

1922 ___________________________________________ _ 
1923 ___________________________________________ _ 

}~~~============================================ July 1, 1026, to Dec. 31, 1926----------------------

Cubic feet 
260,000 

1,821,000 
4,070,000 
8,204,000 
9,419,000 
9,356,000 
2,984, 000 

36,114,000 
Not taking into account the costs of transit and the losses incident 

thereto, together with the cost of repurification, and assuming that 
$10,000,000 has been spent (the amount is in excess of that figure), the 
cost per 1 ,000 cubic feet has been about $275. The junk value of the 
plant may be $2,000,000, which would pull down the cost per 1,000 
cubic feet to about $250. Commercial producers would jump at the 
opportunity if they thought they could get even one-fifth of that amount. 

. THOS. M. GALEY, 

Independence, Kans. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, in connection with the mat
ter referred to by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] I 
ask ·unanimous consent that, following the statement just put 
in the RECORD by him, there be printed a letter from the Act
ing Director of the Bureau of Mines, Department of Commerce, 
together with a letter from Admiral Moffett regarding helium, 
and also a memorandum as to the provisions of the law which 
are npt now generally understood. 

The PRESlDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
UNITED STATES DEPAR'l.ME..'\T OF COMMERCE, 

Hon. HIRJ..M BINGHAM, 

BUREAU OF MINESJ 
Washington, Janttary 11:'1, 1921. 

United iUates Senate, Washington~ D.- C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: This is in reply to yom· letter of January 21, 

1927, inclosing a circular issued by Mr. Thomas M. Galey, of Indepen(!
ence, Kans., with reference to production of helium. 
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Dming the past two years Mr. Galey has written several letters to 

officials of the Navy Department proposing to supply them with helium, 
but he has never supported any of his proposals with evidence that he 
bas an adequate supply of helium-bearing gas available, capital to erect 
a plant, or a proved process for extracting bellum. 

I am inclosing a copy of a letter written by Admiral Moffett, United 
States Navy, Chief of the Bureau of Aeronautics, in reply to Mr. Galey's 
dt·cular, which expresses the Navy Department's attitude in this matter. 
In gene1o:a1, the Bureau of Mines concurs in the views expressed by 
Admiral Moffett. 

Mr. Galey is mistaken with respect to the size of the appropriation 
requested, and his circular contains many inaccurate and misleading 
statements, so that a rather lengthy memorandum would be required to 
cover them. It you desil'e it, I shall be glad to send you a memorandum 
giving a picture of the Government's helium project, or, better, to have 
the chief of our bellum division call at your office to answer any ques
tions you may have with respect to it. 

The copy of Mr. Gnley's circular, which you sent with your letter 
of January 21, is returned herewith. 

Cordially yours, 
0. P. HOOD, Acting Dit·ectot·. 

For ScoTT '.ruRNER, Directot·. 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF AERONAUTICS, 
Washington, January f!E, 19'1!1. 

DEAn SIR: I am in receipt of a circular dated January 14, 1927, 
signed by you and addressed to Members of Congress, urging the defeat 
of an appropriation designed to increase the helium supply from Gov
ernment-owned plants in order to permit airship operations, now stopped 
on account of insufficient quantity of helium, to continue. 

In certain parts this circular is similar in tenor to letters received 
by the Navy Department ft•om various concerns and individuals in the 
past four or five years. Some of them were couched in far more defi
nite terms than is your circular. All have indicated that some private 
concern or individual was just on the verge of E'tarting commercial 
production of bellum. Nothing bas ever materialized from any of them. 

As a general pl'inciple I believe it is preferable to procure helium 
from commercial sources rather than to produce it in Government 
plants. The Government should not compete in industry. However, I 
believe the situation with reference to helium is for the moment a 
peculiar one. Justification for the Government continuing the pmduc
tion of helium Is to be found not only in law but in tbe fact that no 
commer cial source exists. There is no real evidence that a commercial 
source is about to be created. Further, the existing supply of helium 
from Government sources is already inadequate, and no commercial 
source started now could produce helium within the time helium is 
required for immediate Government needs. 

It bas seemed to me that the commercial fi eltl for production of 
h elium is now, and always has been, open. There is in exjsting law the 
inference that when helium can be secured from private parties at a 
lower cost than from Government plants, the Government's activities 
towar d the production of h elium should be curtailed or cease. This 
would appear to follow as the working of a natural law, even if the 
inference were not provided in written law. 

The inquiries, or so-called offers to produce helium, which have been 
receh·ed from various soUI·ces and which are referred to in a preceding 
paragraph, have nearly aU involved tbe Government furnishing some 
form of a subsidy before operations would start. If no subsidy was 
wanted, a long-term contract, requiring the Government to agre.e to 
take a specified quantity of helium, at specified prices, over a period of 
years was wanted. '.rhere is no authority in law permitting the Gov
ernment to make such a long-term contract. 

In your circular yon assert that tbe plant at Fort Worth repre
sents an expenditure of over $10,000,000, " much of which was wasted 
or consumed in ~_>.xperimentation." Immediately thereafter you state 
that private enterprise "taking advantage of the research work done 
at Fort Worth " can quickly erect small and efficient transportable 
plants. Does not your second sentence show the advantage to com
mercial enterprise which bas accrued through the pioneet· work done by 
the Government in helium production? 

In the latter part of your circular you state., "Assurance is hereby 
given that certain men" await the defeat of the Government's" efforts 
to insure to itself an a.dequate supply of helium, and when this is 
accomplished private capital will cause plans to be made for produc
ing a supply of helium "before the summer season is far advanced." 
These are rather vague and indefinite assertions and to establish their 
credibleness require more in the way of evidence tban is shown in 
your circular. 

I am informed that as recently as last fall the Bureau of Mines 
addressed letters to various concerns and individuals who might be 
interested, to determine if there was in the Industry a potential source 
of helium supply. The negative results from this canvass led to the 
proposals for augmenting the supply of helium from Government plants 
aa the only solution of the matter which would insure to the Gov-

ernment an adequate supply of helium when needed. The vague infor
mation contained in your circular does not appear to change the 
situation as determined by this canvass. 

Respectfully, 
W. A. MOFFETT, .. 

Reat· Admiral, United States Navy, 
Chief of the B ·u1·eau of A.e·ronautic8. 

1\Ir. THos. M. GALEY, 
Independence, Kans. 

[Title 30 U. S. Code, sec. 181, and Title 50, sec. 161-1G6, contain the 
provisions relating to the manufacture and export of helium] 

There is nothing in the present law to prevent private enterprise 
from extracting helium from gas produced from privately owned land 
and selling It commercially within the United States. The legislation 
reserving to the United States the right to extract helium frorn gus 
produced upon the public domain is as follows: 

"Public 146 (S. 2775). An act to promote the mining of coal, phos
phate, oil, oil shale, gas, and sodium on the public domain, Title 130, 
United States Code, section 181. (Act approved Feb. 25, 1920.) 

"Be it eruwted, etc., That deposits of coal, phosphate, sodium, oll, 
oil shale, or gas, and lands containing such deposits owned by the 
United States, including those in national forests, but excluding lands 
acquired under the act known as the Appalachian Forest act, approved 
March 1, 1911 (36 Stats., p. 961), and those in national parks, and in 
lands withdrawn, or reserved for military or naval uses or purposes 
except as hereinafter provided, shall be subject to disposition in th~ 
form and manner provided by this act to citizens of the United States, 
or to any association of such persons, or to any corporation organized 
under the laws of the United States, or of any State or Territory 
thereof, and in the case of coal, oil, oil shale, or gas to municipalities : 
Pt·ovi4ed, That the United States reserves the right to extract helium 
from all gas produced from lands permitted, leased, or otherwise granted 
under the provisions of this act, under such rules and regulations as 
shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior : Provi.aed further, 
That in the extraction of bellum from gas produced from such lands, it 
shall be so extracted as to cause no substantial delay in the delivery of 
gas produced from the well to the purchaser thereof: And provided 
fttrther, That citizens of another country, the laws, customs, or regula
tions of which deny similar or like privileges to citizens or corporations 
of this country, shall not by stock ownership, stock holding, or stock 
control, own any interest in any lease acquired under the provisions of 
this act." 

[Title 50, sec. 161, and Title 50, sec. 165] 

An act authorizing the convf.>rsion, production, and exploitation of 
helium gas, a mineral resource pertaining to the national defense, and 
to the development of commercial aeronautics, and for other purposes. 

* * * Pt·ov idea, That any known helium gas-bearing lands on the 
public domain not covered at the time by leases or permits \mder the 
act of February 25, 1920, entitled " An act to promote the mining of 
coal, phosphate, oil, oil shale, gas, and sodium on the public domain," 
may be reserved for the purposes of this act, the right to extract, under 
such ru1es and regulations as shall be prescribed by tbe Secretary of tbe 
Interior, helium from all gas produced from lands so permitted, leased, 
or otherwise granted for development. 

• * • Tba t hereafter no helium gas shall be exported from the 
United States, or from its possessions, until after application for such 
exportation has been made to the Secretary of the Interior and permis
sion for said exportation bas been obtained from the President of the 
United States, on the joint recommendation of the Secretary of War, the 
Secretary of t he Navy, and the Secretary of tbe Interior. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was 

on page 56, line 15, after the word "foregoing," to strike out 
"$395,000" and insert "$515,000," and at the beginning of line 
16 to strike out "$19,000" and insert "$25,000," so as to read: 

District and cooperative office service: For all expenses necessary to 
operate and maintain district and cooperative offices, including personal 
services in the District of Columbia and elsewhere, rent outside of the 
District of Columbia, traveling and subsistence expenses of officers and 
employees, purchase of furniture and equipment, stationery and sup
plies, typewriting, adding, and computing machines, accessories and 
repairs, purchase of maps, books of reference and periodicals, reports, 
documents, plans, specifications, manuscripts, not exceeding $400 for 
newspapers, both foreign and domestic, for which payment may be made 
in advance, and all other publications necessary :tor the promotion of 
the commercial interests of the United States, and all other incidental 
expenses not included 1n the foregoing, $515,000, of which amount not 
to exceed $25,000 may be expended for personal services in the District 
of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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-The next amendment was, on _page 59, at the end of line 22, to 

strike out "$770,440" and insert "$825,440," so as to make the 
paragraph read : 

Export industries : To enable tbe Bureau of Foreign and Domestic 
Commerce to investigate and report on domestic as well as foreign 
problems relating to the production, distribution, and marketing, in so 
far as they relate to the important export industries of the United 
States, including personal services in the District of Columbia not to 
exceed $613,000, traveling and subsistence expenses of officers and em
ployet.>s, purchase of furniture and {'(}Uiplilent, stationery and supplies, 
typewriting, adding, and computing machines, accessorieS" and repairs, 
books of reference and periodicals, reports, documents, plans, specifica
tions, manuscripts, and all other publications, rent outside District of 
Columbia, and all otber incidental expenses connected therewith, 
$825,440. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Bureau of 

Standards," on page 72, line 17, after the word "exceed," to 
strike out "$7,200" and insert "$9,200," so as to make the 
paragraph read : 

Color standardization : To develop color standards and methods ot 
manufacture and of color measurements with special reference to their 
industrial use in standardization and specification of colorants such as 
dyestutn;, inks, and pigments, and other products, paint, paper, and 
textiles, in which color is a· pertinent property, including personal serv
ices in the District of Columbia and in the field, $10,000, of which 
amount not to exceed $9,200 may be expended for personal services in 
the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Bureau of 

Fisheries," on page 91, after line 9, to insert: 
'l'be appropriation of $30,000 for the fiscal year 1927 tor a fish· 

cultural station as an auxiliary to the station at Leadville, Colo., iS 
continued available for such purposes during the fiscal year 1928. 

The amendment was agreed tQ. 
The next amendment was, on page 94, line 9, before the word 

" for," to strike out " $30,000" and insert " $40,000," and in 
line 21, after the word "therewith," to strike out "$322,000" 
and insert "$332,000," so as to read: 

.Alaska, geneFal service: For protecting the seal fisheries of Alaska, 
including the furnishing of food, fuel, clothing, and other necessities 
of life to tbe nativ-es of the Pribilot Islands, of Alaska ; not exceeding 
$40,000 tor construction, improvement, repair, and alteration of build· 
ings and roads, transportation of supplies to and from the islands. 
expenses of travel of agents and other employees and subsistence while 
on said islands, hire and maintenance of vessels, purchase of sea 
otters, and for all expenses necessary to carry out the provisions of 
the act entitled "An act to protect the seal fisheries of Alaska, and for 
other purposes," approved April 21, 1910, and for the protection of 
the fisheries of Alaska, including travel, subsistence (or per diem in 
lieu of subsistence) of employees while on duty in Alaska, hire of boats, 
employment of temporary labor, and all other necessary expenses 
connected therewith, $332,000, of which $100,000 shall be immediately 
available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Patent Office," 

on page 95, line 12, after the figures " 1923,'' to strike o.ut 
4

' $2,489,060" and insert " $2,549,060,'' so as to read : 
For the Commissioner of Patents and other personal services in the 

District of Columbia in accordance with the classification act of 1923, 
$2,549,060: Pt·ovided, That of the amount herein appropriated not to 
exceed $25,000 may be used for special and temporary services of 
typists certified by the Civil Service Commission, who may be em
ployed in such numbers, at $4 per diem, as may, in the judgment of 
the Commissioner of Patents, be necessary to keep current the work 
of furnishing manuscript copies of records. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Bureau of 

Mines," on page 106, line 5, after the word " foregoing" ·to 
strike out "$194,960" and insert "$225,000," s<T as to read: 

Economics of mineral industries: For inqniri~s and investigations, 
and the dissemination of information concerning the economic problems 
of tbe mining, quarrying, metallurgical, and other mineral industries, 
with a view to assuring ample supplies and efficient distribution of 
the mineral products of the mines and quarries, including studies and 
reports relating to uses, reserves, produCtion, distribution, stocks, con
sumption, prices, and marketing of mineral commodities and primary 
products thereof ; preparation of the reports of the mineral resources 
of the United States, including special statistical inquiries ; statistical 
studies and reports relating to mine accidents; and including personal 
services in the District of Columbia and elsewhere ; purchase of furni· 
~ure and equipment; atationer;r and supplies; cypewtlting, adding, awl 

computing machines, accessories, and repairs; newspapers; traveling 
expenses; purchase, operation, maintenance, and ·repair of motor-pro
pelled passenger-carrying vehicles; and for all other necessary expenses 
not included in the foregoing, $225,000, of which amount not to exceed 
$155,000 may be expended for personal services in the District ot 
Columbia. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I would like to know the pur
pose of the appropriation thus proposed. Indeed I would like 
to know the purpose of appropriating anything under the head 
of economics of the mineral industry. The men who are en
gaged in the production of the precious and other metals know 
more about the economics and production of those metals than 
does the Department of Commerce. The great smelters of our 
country and the great copper plants have men of skill and 
ability and men of education in their employ. The smelters 
have metallurgists, probably the best in the world, men who 
have been trained in the leading universities of the United 
States, many of them trained in the best universities of Europe. 
I think this is a complete waste of money, as I think many 
of the appropriations in the bill are. I see that the committee 
not only has carried the appropriation found in the House 
bill, but it has been increased. I arn a little curious to know 
just what information the Department of Commerce could pos
sibly give on the economics of the mineral industry. 

The Senator knows, being a practical man from the West, 
that in the Coeur d'Alene region, at Butte, Mont., the great 
copper companies, and in Utah the Utah Copper Co., and the 
other great mining companies, the mines and mining companies 
in New 1\Iexico, of the late Senator Clark, and the Phelps
Dodge Co., have experts who know more than any man in the 
Department of Commerce upon tbe economics of minerals. I 
can not conceive of the wisdom or the justice of taxing the 
American people to help some of these companies and the big 
smelting trust when they ha-ve in their employ men of ex
perience and knowledge and training-scientific men of the 
very highest character. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I suppose that the studies with 
reference to minerals are very much like the studies with ref
ei·ence to agriculture. The Senator might say, of course, that 
our people are educated in agriculture, and that there are a 
great many farmers in the country who know more than so
called experts in the Department of Ag1iculture. I think in 
the mining industry there are many problems of · a general 
character which need special study, and that this can be done 
better by experts in the bureau than any other way. Of course, 
the different companies carry on their experiments and their 
investigations, but in many instances the information does not 
become the property of the whole industry. 

I refer to one suggestion in the paragraph with reference to 
statistical studies and reports relating to mine accidents. We 
have mine accidents every sh01t while, and the country is 
shocked often. Any study, it seems to me, that would lead to 
diminishing these accidents could well be provided for by the 
Government, and so it is with many of the propositions men
tioned in the paragraph under consideration. The Govern
ment agents study these problems from a broad and compre
hensive viewpoint and furnish the information, making it avail
able to the entire industry, while the individual plants, of 
course, make their studies and investigations, as I said, and 
confine the results largely t.o themselves. 

The committee increased the amount, I will say, for the rea
son that the $194,960 is made up largely of the amounts for 
the different activities which were performed by the different. 
branches. The mining business has just been brought lately 
under the Department of Commerce, and the $194,960 simply 
comprises the different sums brought together in one. The 
Budget estimate was $225,000. The $194,960 simply enables 
the department to carry on the activities which were carried 
on by the different branches without any expansion. The 
committee thought it well to give the money that was esti
mated by the Budget and for the bureau to enlarge their 
activities somewhat and to carry on and perform new work; 
so the committee gave the Budget estimate in order to enable 
them to .do some new work of a progressive character. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the .amend
ment is agreed to. 

The reading. of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on ·Appropriations 

was, on page 107, line 17, to change the total appropriation for 
the Bureau of Mines from " $2,945,110" to " $2,975,150." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend
ment is agreed to. That completes the- committee amendments. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. On page 52, line 17, the increase 

made, as I said a while ago, was to permit the purchase of 10 
pl!!,lles instead of 5, and w~le we changed the ~ount, the co~-
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mittec overlooked, in line 17, changing the number of planes. 
I offer an amendment to strike out the word "five" and insert 
in lieu thereof the word " ten." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 52, line 17, strike out "five" and 

insert the word "ten." 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection the amend

ment is agreed to. 
1\lr. JONES of Washington. In line 25, on page 52, by reason 

of that change we must increase the amount to be made im
mediately available. I offer the amendment, which I send to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 52, line 25, strike out " $111,500" 

and insert in lieu thereof "$168,000." 
'The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection the amend

ment is agreed to. 
l\fr. JONES of Washington. On page 6, line 6, I move to 

strike out " $365,000 " and insert in lieu thereof " $375,000." 
That is made necessary by reason of the two new ministers for 
whom ,,.e have provided. 

The PREf'IDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 6, line G, strike out " $365,000" 

and insert in lieu thereof "$375,000." 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection the amend

ment is agreed to. 
1\ir. JONES of Washington. On page 8, line 1, growing out 

of the same increase, I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amemlment will be :::tated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 8, line 1, strike out " $762,500 " 

and insert in lieu thereof " $784,500." 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 'Yithout objection, the amend

ment is agreed to. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. On page 12, growing out of the 

same increase, I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 12, line 18, strike out " $2,925,000 " 

and insert in lieu thereof "$2,930,000." 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend

ment is agr.eed to. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. On page 19, after line 11, I offer 

the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 19, after line 11, insert the 

following: 
For the expenses of the ·United States in participating in the Sixth 

International Conference of American States, to be held at the city of 
Habana, Cuba, in 1028, including the compensation of employees, travel 
and subsistence or per diem in lieu of subsistence {notwithstanding 
the provisions of any other act), printing and binding, and such miscel
ianeous and other expenses as the President shall deem proper, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of State, $75,000. 

1\fr. KING. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator if he is 
offering an amendment for the appointment of representatives 
to some convention in Geneva or in Europe? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. No; it is in Cuba. The estimate 
came down just yesterday. Here is the 1·eason for it, as stated 
by the Director of the Budget : 

At the Fifth International Conference of American States, held at 
Santiago, Chile, in 1923, a resolution was adopted naming the city of 
liabana, Cuba, as the place of holding the sixth international confer
ence. '£he· resolution further requested that the governing board of the 
Pan American Union, together with the G_overnment of Cuba, should fix 
the date on which the sixth international conference should meet, and 
recommended that the next conference be convened as soon as possible, 
and in any case within the period of five years following the adjourn
ment of the fifth international conference. 

The date which bas been selected for holding the Sixth International 
Conference of American States at Habana, Cuba, is January 16, 1928, 
and it is estimated that the period required for this conference, includ
ing the time consumed in travel to and from Habana, will be about 60 
<lays. 

It is simply a question of our Government participating. We 
have been participating in the conferences heretofore. We are 
a part of the international American conference and so the 
committee offers the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend
ment is agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. An estimate came down, I think 
yesterday or the day before, to curry out the terms of the 
maternity act which we passed just a few days ago. I offer the 
following amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The CH1EF CLERK. On page 114, after line 25, insert u.s a 

new paragTaph the following : 
For carrying out tbe provisions of the act entitled "An act for the 

promotion of the welfare and hygiene of maternity and infancy, anti 
for other purposes," approv-ed November 23, 1921, as amended, $1,090,-
976: Provided, '£hat the apportionments to the States, to the Terri
tory of Hawaii, and to the Children's Bw·eau for administration shall 
be computed on the basis of not to exceed $1 ,252,079.06, as authorized 
by said act of November 23, 1921, as amended. 

1\-.Ir. KING. l\Ir. President, may I inquire of the Senator if 
he thinks that is proper legislation? 

Mr. JONES of Wa •hington. It is not legislation at all. It i~ 
just carrying into effect legislation which we enacted a short 
time ago. 

Mr. LENROOT. Undf:' r the two-year extension compromise. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, am I correct in undf'rstand

ing that this is an appropriation for the extension of the so
called Sheppard-Towner Maternity Act, as to which, under the 
compromise entered into here at a night session which the Sena
tor will recollect, it was agreed that the act should be continued 
for two years more on the condition that at the end of that 
time the act should be repealed and terminated and that no 
further efforts were to be made to secure an exten~ion? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think the Senator has gone a 
little too far in the matter of the compromise to which be refers. 

Mr. MOSES. Oh, no; the Senator is altogether too modest. 
He speaks of a compromise. It was a corrupt bargain. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The amendment is to carry out 
the purposes of that act. 

Mr. KING. I want it to be understood that I was opposed 
to tlle bill. I voted against it, and I shall vote against this 
appropriation. I think it is the most-shall I say iniquitous? 
That is a rather strong term. It is a measure wholly unjusti
fied, and I am very much opposed to the appropriation. If it 
is in order to do so, I shall at the proper time move to strike 
out the paragraph of the bill providing for the Women's Bureau 
and the items found on page 114 from line 3 down to line 25, 
inclusive, relating to the Children's Bureau. 

1\Ir. JONES of Washington. I ask that the amendment may 
be voted on. 

Mr. BINGHAM. While we are considering the amendment 
and in order that there may be no misunderstanding as to some 
remarks which I made a while ago which were questioned by 
certain Senators, I desire to say that that was the distinct 
understanding reached at the time between the proponents of 
the measure who were working for it and the opponents of the 
measure. They agreed that there should be no further activities 
in that direction at the end of two years. 

1\fr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I wish to say 
that, so far as I am concerned, I have made no bargain with 
anybody and do not expect to make any bargain with anybody. 
I understood, of course, that the provisions of the bill which 
we passed would be complied with and that the original act 
would be repealed, but I do not feel bound after that is done 
not to urge the reenactment of legislation along this line, so 
far as I am concerned. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, if the Senator from Connecticut 
would go on with the details of the agreement, it would prob
ably be illuminating, because, if I understand correctly, they 
proposed to the Senator from Connecticut a gentleman's agree
ment, and he said, "yes, but you can not bind the women." 
[Laughter.] 

1\Ir. FESS. Whatever agreement we might make we can not 
bind a subsequent Congress in any way. 

l\Ir. JONES of Washington. Certainly not. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment proposed by the Senator from Washington. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. I offer another amendment and 

ask that it may be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stn.ted. 
The CHIEF CLER.K. On page 37, at the end of line 8, after the 

figures " $198,000," to insert a colon and the following pro\isos : 
Provided, That no part of this money shall be spent in the prosecu

tion of any organization or individual for entering into any combina
tion or agreement having in view the increasing of wages, shortening 
of hours, or bettering tbe conditions of labor, or for any act done in 
furthet·ance thereof not in itself unlawful: Provided further, Tbat no 
part of this appropriation shall be expended for the prosecution of pro
ducers of farm products and associations of farmers who cooperate and 
organize in an effort to and for the purpose to obtain and maintain 
a fair and reasonable price for their products. 

1\Ir. KING. Mr. President, I should like to ask a question in 
regard to that {l.lllep.dment. 
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Mr. MOSES. I inquire if that is a committee amendment? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I was authorized 

by the committee to offer the amendment. It is a provision 
which has been carried in this appropriation bill fo~ about 10 
years. 

Mr. MOSES. It is a little more class legislation. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. As I have said, it has been 

carried for 10 years or mor·e . 
.Mr. KING. I want to ask the Senator if the present law is 

not such as would make unnecessary this proposed legislation? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Personally, I will say I am in

clined to think that so far as farmers' organizations ar·e con
cerned there is a specific provision in the law that would exempt 
them. That provision, of course, has not . been carried in this 
bill before. It was recommended by the House committee but 
w·ent out on a point of order on the floor. It was desired to 
include farmers' organizations in the bill. The provision with 
reference to labor organizations has been in the bill for at least 
10 years, if not more. I presume the provision in regard to the 
farmers was incorporated because they made an appeal and said 
that they did not desire to be discriminated against as compared
with labor organizations. lf.y recollection is that we have 
specifically by legislation exempted farmers' cooperative or
ganizations from prosecution. 

Mr. KING. The Clayton Act makes ample provision in that 
regard. 

Mr. LENROOT. And the later cooperative marketing bill 
also does. 

Mr. KING. Yes; and the cooperative marketing bill makes 
provision exempting agriculturists. So, Mr. President, to adopt 
this amendment is a work of supererogation. The existing law, 
the general statute, will prevent the prosecution of farmers 
engaged in the activities described in this amendment and will 
prevent the prosecution of labor organizations. 
. Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I will say frankly 
to the Senator that I think the effect of this amendm'ent will 
be more psychological than anything else, but, as I have said, 
it has been carried for 10 years. 

Mr. LENROOT. Even if it does not prevent such prosecu
tions as have been referred to, it is merely a limitation and 
provides that no part of the appropriation shall be so used 
i~ the law would permit. _ 
, Mr. KING. I think this proposed legislation is wholly un
necessary, very unwise, and quite foolish, because we have a 
general statute that is broader in its terms and prevents th,e 
prosecution of such organizations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senato~ from Washington. 

The amendment was a.greed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bUl is still before the 

~enate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 
If there be no further amendments, the bill will be reported to 
the Senate. · 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and :the bill 
to be r·ead a third time. 

The bill wa~ read the third time and passed. 
WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS 

The ·PRESIDING OFFICER. In accordance with the unani
mous-consent agreement, the Chair lays before the Senate 
House bill 16249, being the Army appropriation bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. 16249) making appropriations for the 
military and nonmilitary activities of the Wa,r Dep~tment for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for other purposes, 
which had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
with amendments. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I make the usual re
quest that the formal :~;:eading of the bill be dispensed with and 
that it be read for amendment, the amendments of the com
mittee to be first considered. 

The PRESIDING- OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 

under the subhead ":Military post exchanges," on .page · 8, at 
the end of line 14, to strike out "$64,140" and insert "$82,800," 
so as to make the paragraph read : 

For continuing the construction, equipment, and maintenance of 
suitable buildings at military posts and stations, for the conduct of the 
post exchange, school, reading, lunch, and amusement rooms; for the 
conduct and maintenance of libraries, including periodicals and other 
publications, and subscriptions for newspapers for which payment 
may be made in advance, ~ervice clubs, chapels, and gymnasiums, in-

eluding repairs to buildings erected at private cost, ln the operation 
of the act approved May 31, 1902, and including salaries and travel 
for civilians employed in the hostess and library services, and for 
transportation of books and equipment for these services ; for the 
rental of films, purchase of slides for and making repairs to moving
picture outfits and for similar and other recreational purposes at h·ain
ing and mobilization camps now established, or which may be hereafter 
established, $82,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead " Finance De

partment, pay, and so forth, of the Army," on page 9, at the 
end of line 23, to increase the appropriation for pay of officers 
of the line and staff, from $29,843,800 to $30,440,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, line 1, to increase the 

appropriation for pay of warrant officers, from $2,163,984 to 
$2,227,920. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, at the end of line 2, 

to increase the appropriation for aviation increase to commis
sioned and warrant officers of the Army, from $1,397,624 to 
$1,483,124. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, line 4, to increase the 

appropriation for additional pay to officers for length of service, 
from $6,303,398 to $6,924,971. 

The amendment was agreed to: 
The next amendment was, on page 10, at the end of line 5, 

to reduce the appropriation for pay of enlisted men of the line 
and staff, not including the Philippine Scouts, from $49,148,803 
to $48,954,250. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, line 12, after the figures 

"$80,000," to insert "pay of the Army, 1925, $195,000; Army 
transportation, 1925, $500,000; Organized Reserves, 1925, 
$250,000 .... ' 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, line 19, to change the 

total from $808,961 to $1,753,961. · 
The amendment was agreed to. _ 
The next amendment was, oii page 11, line 1, to increase the 

appropria ti~.m for pay of the officers on the retired list from 
$7,337,271 to $7,356,991. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, at the end of line 14, 

to increase the appropriation for rental allowances, including 
allowances for quarters for enlisted men on duty where public 
quarters are not available, from $6,275,692 to $6,370,998. 

The amendment was ag1·eed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, line 15, to increase the 

appropriation for subsistence allowances from $5,806,049 to 
$5,813,933. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, at the end of line 24, 

to increase the appropriation for additional pay to officers be
low the grade of major required to be mounted and who fur
nish their own mounts, from $196,000 to $225,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 12, line 1, after the words 

"in all," to increase the total appropriation for pay of the 
Army from $123,449,138 to $124,774,204. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading of " Expenses 

Of courts-martial," on page 13, line 8, to strike out "$125,000" 
and insert "$100,000," so as to read: 

For expenses of courts-martial, eotirts of inquiry, military commis
sions, retiring boards, and compensation of reporters and witnesses 
attending same, and expenses of taking depositions and securing other 
evidence for use before the same, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 19, at the beginning of 

line 20, to increase the appropriation for regular supplies of the 
Quartermaster Corps, etc., from $12,955,279, to $12,960,779. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 23, line 11, to increase 

the appropriation for transportation of the Army and its sup
plies, etc., from $14,681,153 to $14,688,153. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead· " Horses for 

Cavalry, Artillery, Engineers, etc," on page 24, line 20, to 
strike out " $480,000 " and insert " $562,500," so as to read : 

For the . purchase of horses within limits as to age, sex, and size 
to be prescribed by the Secretary of . War for remounts for officers 
entitled to public mounts, for the United Sta.tea Military Academy, 
and for such organizations and members o! the military service as 
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may be required to be moun ted, and for all expenses incident to such 
purchases (including $150,000 for encouragement of the breeding of 
riding horses suitable for the Army, in cooperation with the Bureau 
of Animal Industry, Department of Agriculture, including the pur
chase of animals for breeding purposes and their maintenance), $562,-
500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead " Military 

posts," on page 25, at the end of line 25, to strike out "ex
pended " and insert "June 30, 1929 " ; so as to read: 

For payment of Qbllgations incurred under the contract authoriza
tion for construction at military posts of buildings, utilities, and 
appurtenances thereto as provided in the second deficiency act, fiscal 
year 1926, $3,520,000, to remain available until June 30, 1929. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 26, to insert: 

MILITARY POSTS, HAWAIIAN ISLANDS 

For every expenditure requisite for filling and grading the marsh
lands Qf the United States Milita.ry Reservation at Fort De Russy, 
Hawaii, as authorized in the act entitled "An act to provide for the 
reclamation of the United States Military Reservation, Fort De Russy, 
Honolulu, Hawaii," approved March 4, 1923, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead " Barracks and 

quarters," on page 26, line 21, after the word "tents," to strike 
out "$4,501,837" and insert "$4,528,837," so as to read: 

For construction, repair, and rental of barracks, quarters, stables, 
storehouses, magazines, administration and office buildings, sheds, 
shops, garages, reclamation plants, and other buildings necessary for 
the shelter of the Army and its property, including retired officers and 
enlisted men when ordered to active duty; for rental of grounds for 
military purposes, of recruiting stations, and Qf lodgings for recruits 
and applicants for enlistment; for repair of such furniture for Govern
ment-owned officers' quarters and officers' messes as may be approved 
by the Secretary of War; for wall lockers, refrigerators, screen doors, 
window screens, storm. doors and sash, window shades, and flooring 
and framing for tents, $4,528,837. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 26, line 23, after the 

words " military attaches," to insert the following additional 
proviso: 

Prot;ided further, That not exceeding $27,000 of this appropriation 
shall be available for the purchase of approximately 448 acres of land 
on which Camp Marfa, at Marfa, Tex., is located. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, line 10, after the 

word " exceeding," to strike out " $130,820 " and insert " $125,-
000," and in line 12, after the word "and," to insert "not 
exceeding $5,820," so as to make the paragraph read: 

Water and sewers at military posts : For procuring and introducing 
water to buildings and premises at military posts and stations; for the 
installation and extension of plumbing within buildings where the same 
is not specifically provided for in other appropriations; for the purchase 
and repair of fire apparatus, including fire-alarm systems; for the dis
posal of sewage, and expenses incident thereto; for repairs to water and 
sewer systems and plumbing; and for hire of employees, $2,881,661, of 
which amount not exceeding $125,000 shall be available immediately for 
the procurement of fuel for the service of the fiscal year 1928 and not 
exceeding $5,820 for installing pipe line at Fort Frank, Philippine 
Islands: Provided, That not to exceed $50,000 of this appropriation 
shall be expended for new oonstruction work. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead " Seacoast de

fenses, insular possessions," on page 62, line 2, to strike out 
"$110,000" and insert "$118,500," so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

For construction of fire-control stations and accessories, including 
purchase of lands and rights of way, purchase and installation of 
necessary lines and means of electrical communication, including tele
phones, dial and other telegraphs, wiring, and all special instruments, 
apparatus, and materials, coast-signal apparatus, subaqueous, sound, 
and flash ranging apparatus, including their development, and salaries 
of electrical experts, engineers, and other necessary employees con
nected with the use of coast artillery; purchase, manufacture, and test 
of range finders und other instruments for fire control at the fortifica
tions, and the machinery necessary for their manufacture in the 
Hawaiian Islands, $118,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead " Military Bu

reau, National Guard, arming, equipping, and training the Na-

tional Guard," on page 6G, line 9, after the word "expenses," 
to insert " camps of instruction " and at the end of line 10, to 
strike out "$9,952,000" and insert "$10,302,000," so as to 
make the paragraph read : 

For expenses, camps of instruction, fil'hl and supplemental training, 
$10,302,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 66, line 12, to increase 

the appropriation for expenses, selected officers and enlisted 
men, military service schools, from $350,000 to $375,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 66, at the beginning of 

line 19, to increase the appropriation for travel of officers 
and noncommissioned officers of the Regular Army in connec
tion with the National Guard, from ~-*1,000 to $350,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 66, line 26, to reduce the 

appropriation for exp~nses of enlisted men of the Regular Anny 
on duty with the National Guard, including the hiring of qut!.L'
ters in kind, from $448,720 to $425,000. 

The amendment was agreed to . • 
The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 1, to insert: 
When approved by the Secretary of War 10 per cent of each of the 

foregoing amounts under the appropriation for "Al.·ming, equipping, 
and training the National Guard" shall be available interchangeably for 
expenditure on the c.~bjects named, but no one item shall be increased 
by more than 10 per cent: Provided, That a report of amounts so 
transferred between appropriations shall be submitted to the Congress 
at the first regular session after the close of the fiscal year 19~8. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Arms, uni

forms, equipment, etc., for field service, National Guard," on 
page 67, line 21, before the word "as," to strike out "and n 
reserve supply of such equipment and stores," and on page 68, 
line 4, after the. word "use," to strike out "$4,762,280" and 
insert "$4,512,280," so as to read: 

To procure by purchase or manufacture and issue from time to time 
to the National Guard, upon requisition of the governors of the several 
States and Territories, or the commanding general, National Guard of 
the District of Columbia, such military equipment and stores of all 
kinds and a reserve supply the1·eof, including horses conforming to the 
Regular Army standards for use of the Cavalry, Field Artillery, and 
mounted organizations of the National Guard, as are necessary to 
arm, uniform, and equip for field service the National Guard of the 
several States, Territories, and the District of Columbia, and to repair 
such of the aforementioned articles of equipage and military stores as 
are or may become damaged when, under regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of War, such repair may be determined to be an eco
nomical measure and as necessary for their proper preservation and 
use, $4,512,280, of which not less than $787,500 shall be arnilable 
only for the production and J;>urchase of new airplanes and their equip
ment, spare parts, and accesoories. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading " Organized Re

serves,'' on page 71, at the end of line 6, to strike out " $758,-
100" and insert "$981,729," so as to read: 

Headquarters and camps : For establishment, maintenance, and op£-r
ation of divisional and regimental headquarters and of camps for 
training of the Organized Reserves; for miscellaneous expenses inci
dent to the administration of the Organized Reserves, including the 
maintenance and operation of motor-propelled passenger-carrying ve
hicles; for the actual and necessary expenses, or per diem in liC'u 
thereof, at rates authorized by law, incurred by officers and enlisted 
men of the Regular Army traveling on duty in connection with the 
Organized Rrserves; for reimbursement for the use, including upl{eep 
and depreciation costs, of supplies, equipment, and materiel furnished 
in accordance with law from stocks under the control of the War De
partment, except that no part of this appropriation shall be expended 
for the production and purchase of new airplanes and their equipment, 
spare parts, and accessories; for transportation of baggage, including 
packing and crating, of reserve officers on active duty for not less than 
six months; for medical and hospital treatment, continuation of pay 
and allowances not to exceed six months, and transportation when fit 
for travel to their homes of members of the Officers' Reserve Corps 
and Enlisted Reserve Corps of the Army injured in line of duty while 
on active duty under proper orders or while voluntarily participating 
in aerial flights in Government-owned aircraft by proper authority as 
an incident to their military training, and for the preparation and 
transportation to their homes and burial expenses of the remains of 
members of the Organized Reserves who died while on active duty, as 
provideu in section 4 of the act of June 3, 1924, $981,729. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, under the heading " :Military sup

plies and equipment for . schools and colleges," on page ·75, line 
21, after the word "Provided," to strike out: "" 

That not to exceed $500 of this appropriation may be used for the 
expense of preparing for shjpment and shipment of such uniforms and 
un1form material, not required for the use of the Regular Army or 
its components, as in the judgment of the Secretary of War may be 
given to worthy military units at educational institutions: Provi.ded. 
further, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead " Quartermaster 

Corps, national cemeteries," on page 83, line 4, after the word 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-two Senators have an
swered to the roll call-not a quorum. 

Mr. CURTIS. 1\Ir. President, I understand that a quorum 
has not responded. I had no idea that there would be a fight 
on the bill. I announced to several Senators that there would 
be no yea-and-nay vote to-night, or at least that I did not think 
there would be; so I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 38 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, Febru
ary 5, 1927, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 
"cemeteries" to strike out ". $210,000, of which ,amount $10,000 Ea:eautive nominations received by the Senate Febr·ttary 4, 1921 
shall be expended by the Secretary of War in erecting a fitting 
marking of the burial place at Washington Crossing Park of 40 MEMB~ISSISSIPPI RIVER CoMMISSION 
soldiers of the Revolutionary War" and insert "$235,000," so Col. Edward H. Schulz, Corps of Engineers, United States 
as to make the paragraph read: Army, for appointment as member of the Mississippi River Com-

For· continuing the work of furnishing headstones of durable stone mission I?rovi~(d for by the ~ct of Congress ~pproved Ju~e ~g, 
or other durable material for unm::uked graves of Union and Confeder- 1~7~, e~tlt!ed. An ac~ ~ pr?VIde for~~ appomtment of_ a ~s
ate soldiers, sailors, and marines, and soldiers, sailors, and marines of I SISSIPPI River CommiSSIOn for th~ rmproveme~t of said nve~ 
all other wars in national, post, city, town, and village cemeteries, D;om. the Head of the Passes near Its mouth to. Its headwaters, 
naval cemeteries at navy yards and stations of the United States, and 

1 
v:ce Col. George M. Hoffman, Corps of Engineers, to be re

otber burial places, under the acts of l\Iarch 3, 1873, February 3, 1879, lieved. 
and March 9, 1906; continuing the work of furnishing headstones for UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 
unmarked graves of civilians interred in post cemeteries under the acts George E . Q. Johnson, of illinois, to be United States attorney, 
of April 28, 1904, and June 30, 1906 ; and furnishing headstones for northern district of illinois, vice Edwin A. Olson, term expired. 
the unmarked graves of Confederate soldiers, sailors, and marines in UNITED ST'ATES MARSHAL 
national cemeteries, $235,000. 

The amendment was agreed t6. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 89, to strike out: 

KINGS MOUNTAIN AND COWPEN S BATTLE FIELDS 

For commencing a study and surveys, or other field investigations, 
in accordance with the act entitled "An act to provide for the study 
and investigation of battle fields in the United States for commemora
tive purposes," approved .June 11, 1926, of the battle fields of Kings 
Mountain and Cowpens, $1,500 each, $3,000. 

1\lr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, why did the Senate commit
_tee s trike out those lines?· This .is a House amendment, and it 
is in pursuance of law. Congress has passed a bill requiring 
these surveys to be made, and in this paragraph the Bouse is 
carrying out the p'"ovisions of the law and has provided for 
surveys at two places-one at Kings Mountain and the other 
at Cowpens. I see that the committee has stricken those out. 
Why did they strike them out, when they are in pursuance of 
the law? 

Mr. W ADSWORTB. I shall be very glad to give the reason 
a s the committee saw it. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. This thing will have to be voted on. 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope the Senator will withhold that sug
ges tion. 

Mr. BLEASE. I am not going to hold it up a minute. If 
this item has to go out of the bill, the whole Senate will have 
to act on it. I stick to my suggestion of the absence of a 
quorum. If this item goes out, it will have to be by a vote of 
the Senate. 

Mr. CURTIS. Wait until we see. It may not go out. 
Mr. BLEASE. No ; I demand a quorum. · 
.Mr. PHIPPS. It is provided for elsewhere. 
1\lr. BLEASE. No ; it is not. I insist on my demand. I know 

that it is not provided for. 
Mr. OVERMAN. Wait until the Senator from New York 

makes his statement. 
Mr. BLEASE. No; I demand a quorum now. I am going to 

stick to it. If this matter goes out, it will have to go out by a 
vote of the Senate. 

Mr. PHIPPS. The Senator will not even let the matter be 
explained. 

Mr. BLEASE. I do not want to have it explained. I know 
all about it. I know what you are trying to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum hav
ing been suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen
ators answered to their names: 
Ashurst Fletcher McNary 
Bingham Goff Metcalf 
Blease Hale Moses 
Bx·atton Harris Norbeck 
Broussard Harrison Nye 
Cameron Hetlin Oddie 
. capper Jones, Wash. Overman 
Curtis Kendrick Phipps 
Deneen Keyes Pittman 
Ferris King Reed, Pa. 
Fess Lenroot Robinson, .Ark. 

Sackett 
Sheppard 
Smith 
Stewart 
Trammell 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Watson 
Willi.B 

Edward Rustad, of Minnesota, to be United· States marshal, 
district of Minnesota. A reappointment, his term having 
expired. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY 
MEDICAL CORPS 

To be first Ueutenants 
First Lieut. Don Longfellow, Medical Corps Reserve, with 

rank from February-1, 1927. 
First Lieut. William Paul Holbrook, Medical Corps Reserve, 

with rank from February 1, 1927. 
First Lieut. Harvey Cecil Maxwell, Medical Corps Reserve, 

with rank from Februai·y 1, 1927. 
First Lieut. James Ogilvie Gillespie, :Medical Corps Reserve, 

with rank from February 1, 1927. 
APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR ARMY 

TO JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT 
Maj. Fred Warde Llewellyn, Infantl·y, with rank from July 

1, 1920. . 
TO CAVALRY 

Capt. Marion Irwin Voorhes, Field Artillery, with rank from 
July 1, 1920. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY 
To be co~one~ 

Lieut. Col. Charles Bertody Stone, jr., Infantry, from Febru
ary 1, 1927. 

To be lieuten.ant colonel 
Maj. Louis Cass Brinton, jr., Coast Artillery Corps, from 

February 1, 1927. 
To be m,ajor 

Capt. Lucien Samuel Spicer Berry, Cavalry, from. Februa r;y 1, 
1927. 

To be capta,f4ts 
First Lieut. Loyd Van Horne Durfee, Infantry, from January 

26, 1927. 
First Lieut. Desmond O'Keefe, Field Artillery, from January 

30, 1927. 
First. Lieut. Hal Marney Rose, Cavalry, from February 1, 

1927. 
To be first Ueutenants 

Second Lieut. Frank Charles McConnell, Coast Artillery 
Corps, from January 26, 1927. 

Second Lieut. Dale Phillip Mason, Signal Corps, from Jan
uary 29, 1927. 

Second Lieut. Donald Fowler Fritch, Field Artillery , ·from 
January 30, 1927. 

PROMOTION IN THE PHILIPPINE SCOUTS 
To be first lie·utcn.ant 

Second Lieut. Nemesio Catalan, Philippine Scouts, from Feb
ruary 1, 1927 . 

PRoMOTIONS IN THE NAVY 
Capt. Joel R. P. Pringle to be a rear admiral in the Navy from 

the 7th day of Dece~bei·, 1926. 
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Commander Charles C. Soule, jr., to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 1st day of September, 1926. 

Lieut. Commander Robert E. Rogers to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1926. 

Lieut. Commander Penn L. Carroll to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 6th day of October, 1926. 

Lieut. John M. Field, jr., to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Navy from the 4th day of June, 1926. 

Lieut. Clinton H. Havill to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Navy from the 6th day of October, 1926. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu-
tenants in the Navy from the 4th day of June, 1926: 

Herman B. R. Jorgep.sen. 
Clarence L. Hayward. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Raymond D. Tarbuck to be a lieuten

ant in the Navy from the 5th day of June,llf926. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) John W. Jamison to be a lieutenant in 

the Navy from the 1st day of September, 1926. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Llewellyn J. Johns to be a lieutenant 

in the Navy from the 16th day of October, 1926. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Roscoe L. Bowman to be a lieutenant 

in the Navy from the 15th day of December, 1926. . 
The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 

in the Navy from the 8th day of June, 1926: 
John M. Mcisaac. John W. Price, jr. 
Thomas E. Kelly. Ralph W. D. Woods. 
Medical Inspector Perceval S. Rossiter to be a medical direc

tor in the Navy, with the rank o{ captain, from the 5th day of 
June, 1924. 

Medical Inspector Frank E. Sellers to be a medical director 
in the Navy, with the rank of captain, from the 1st day of 
July, 1926. 

Surg. George R. ,V. French to be a medical inspector in the 
Navy, with the rank of commander, from the 15th day of May, 
1925. 

Surg. Claude W. Can· to be a medical inspector in the Navy, 
with the rank of commander, from the 28th day of ·August, 
1926. 

Passed Asst. Surg. John F. Hart to be a surgeon in the Navy, 
with the rank of lieutenant commander, from the 4th day of 
December, 1925. 

The following-named dental surgeons to be dental surgeons in 
the Navy, with the rank of commander, from the 28th day of 
August, 1926: . 

Joseph A. Mahoney. 
Marion E. Harrison. 
John W. Crandall. 
Passed Asst. Paymaster Frederick C. Beck to be a paymas

ter in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant commander, from 
the 4th day. of June, 1925. 

Assistant Civil Engineer Charles R. Johnson to be a civil en
gineer in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant commander, 
from the 1st day of July, 1926. 

The following-named machinists to be chief machinists in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 5th day of Au
gust, 1926: 

Thomas G. Powers. 
Frederick W. Sievert. 
The following-named pay clerks to be chief pay clerks in the 

Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 5th day of Au
gust, 1926: 

Allison A; Brock. Floyd L. Chapman. 
Raymond V. Christmas. .Stanley A. Mann. 
Pay Clerk Stanley C. King to be a chief pay clerk in the 

Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 4th day of No
vember, 1926. 

POSTMASTERS 

COLORADO 

Merrill D. Harshman to be postmaster at Wiggins, Colo., 
in place of M. D. Harshman. Incumbent's commission expire::; 
February 24, 1927. 

William A. Russom to be postmaster at Bristol, Colo., in 
place of W. A. Russom. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 24, 1927. 

FLORIDA 

Thomas E. Farrell to be postmaster at Ojus, Fla. Office be
came presidential July 1, 1926. 

Bessie S. May to be postmaster at Holly Hill, Fla. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1926. 

GEORGIA 

E. Stella Barrett to be postmaster at Union City, Ga., in 
place of E. S. Barrett. Incumbent's commission expires Febru
ary 24, 1927. 

David 1\1. McKee to be postmaster at Moultrie, Ga., in place 
of D. M. McKee. Incumbent's commission expires February 
14, 1927. . 

James P. Rose to be postmaster at Lyerly, Ga., in place of 
J. P. Rose. Incumbent's commission expired April 4, 1926. 

Martha C. Aultman to be postmaster at Byron, Ga., in place 
of M. C. Aultman. Incumbent's commission expired April 24, 
1926. 

H. Ralph Smith to be postmaster at Brunswick, Ga., in place 
of L. J. Leavy, jr. Incumbent's commission expil:ed June 4, 
1924. 

James A. Grant to be postmaster at Alto, Ga., in place of 
W. H. Bowman. Incumbent's" commission expired March 8, 
1926. 

ILLINOIS 

Gerald B. Weiss to be postmaster at Shipman, Ill., in place 
of G. B. Weiss. Incumbent's commission expired November 8, 
1925 . . 

Ray W. Birch to be postmaster at Neoga, Til., in place of 
R. W. Birch. InC"'.mbent's commission expires February 24, 
1927. ./--, 

Harry E. Flesher to be postmaster ·at Lexington, Ill., in place 
of H. E. Flesher. Incumbent's commission expires March 3; 
1927. 

George H. Bargh to be postmaster at Ki.n;nnndy, Ill., in place 
of G. H. Bargh. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 
1927. 

Ross 0. Bell to be postmaster at Heyworth, Ill., in place of 
R. 0. Bell. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 1927. 

Seymour Van Deusen to be postmaster at Greenville, Ill., in 
place of Se~-mour VanDeusen. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 24, 1927. 

Thomas E. Richardson to be postmaster at Flanagan, Ill., in 
place of T. E. Richardson. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 24, 1927. 

Arthur G. Arnin to be postmaster at Columbia, TIL, in place 
of A. G. Arnin. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 
1927. 

Sheldon J. Porterfield to be postmaster at Chatsworth, Ill., in 
place of S. J. Porterfield.· Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 24, 1927. ~ 

Percy Gaston to be postmaster at Centralia, Ill., in place of 
Harry Langewisch. Incumbent's commission expired December 
22, 1925. 

Edwin E. Jones to be postmaster at Bloomington, Ill., in place 
of E. E. Jones. Incumbent's commission expires March 3, 1927. 

Marion F. Watt to be postmaster at Atlanta, Ill., in place of 
M. F. Watt. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 1927. 

INDIANA 
ARIZONA 

Ruth L. Streett to be postmaster at warren, Ariz., in place Stella D. Evans to be post~aster f!-t ~ussenv:me, Ind., in place 
f C T D Incumbent's commission expired August 10 

1 of S. D. Evans. Incumbents comm1sswn expired December 11, 
0 • • upen. . · ' 1926. 
1926· CALIFORNIA Vernon D. Macy to be postmaster at Mooresville, Ind., in 

place of V. D. Macy. Incumbent's commission expired January 
Alice E. Tate to be postmaster at Lone Pine, Calif., in place 30, 1927. 

of A. E. Tate. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, Ilah M. Dausman to be postmaster at Goshen, Ind., in place 
1927. of I. M. Dausman. Incumbent's commission expired January 

Bertram C. McMurray to be postmaster at Lancaster, Calif., 30, 1927. 
in place of B. C. McMurray. Incumbent's commission expired Allen J. Wilson to be postmaster at Danville, Ind., in place of 
December 21, 1926. A. J. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 

Charles E. Van Der Oef to be p·ostmaster at Hawthorne, 1927 Calif., in place of W. A. Garton. Incumbent's commission ex- · 
IOWA pired March 4, 1926. 

Edwin F. Heisser to be postmaster at Glendale, Calif., in 
place of D. R. Jackson. Incumbent's commission expired July 
12, 1926. 

Jennie l\1. Thomsen fo be postmaster at Royal, Iowa, in place 
of J. M. Thomsen. Incumbent's commission expires February 
24, 1927. 
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Susana F. O'Bryan to be postmaster at Lovilia, Iowa, in place 

of S. F. O'Bryan. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 
1927. 

KANSAS 

Margaret M. Marks to be postmaster at Oberlin, Kans., in 
place of M. M. Marks. Incumbent's commission expires Feb-
ruary 24, 1927. · 

Adna E. Palmer to be postmaster at Kingman, Kans., in place 
of A. E. Palmer. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 
1927. 

KENTUCKY 

Burton Roberts to be postmaster at Richmond, Ky., in place 
of R. R. Burnam, jr., resigned. 

Lottie P. Thompson to be postmaster at Sadieville, Ky., in 
place of L. P. Thompson. Incumbent's commission expired No
vember 23, 1925. 

Fountain S. Aynes to be postmaster at Pleasureville, Ky., in 
place of F. S. Aynes. Incumbent's commission expired August 
4, 1926. 

Lewis A. McCoy to be postmaster at Owingsville, Ky., in place 
of L.A. McCoy. Incumbent's commission expired December 30, 
1926. 

H. Greene Hicks to be postmaster at Olive Hill, Ky., in place 
of H. G. Hicks. Incumbent's commission expired March 13, 
1926. 

·Tom H. Brown to be postmaster at Millersburg, Ky., in place 
ofT. H. Brown. Incumbent's commission expired June 8, 1926. 

Newell R. Downing to be postmaster at Mays Lick, Ky., in 
place of N. R. Downing. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 14, 1926. 

John B. Searcy to be postmaster at Lawrenceburg, Ky., in 
place of J. B. Searcy. Incumbent's commission expired Decem
ber 4, 1926. 

Sue C. Beardsley to be postmaster at Harrodsburg, Ky., in 
place of S. C. Beardsley. Incumbent's commission expired April 
7, 1926. . . . 

William :M. Maffett to be postmaster at Cynthiana, Ky., in 
place of W. l\1. Maffett. Incumbent's commission expired August 
4, 1926. - . . 

James W. Burns to be postmaster at Catlettsburg, Ky., in 
place of J. W. Burns. Incumbent's commission expires Febru
ary 5, 1927. 

Ward H. Metcalfe to be postmaster at Brooksville, Ky., in 
place of W. H. Metcalfe. Incumbent's commission expired June 
8, 1926. 

LOUISIANA 

James L. Love to be postmaster at Olla, La. Office became 
presidential July 1, 1926. 

Adrian I. Wilcombe to be postmaster at Hammond, La., in 
place of J. A. Richard, resigned. 

Dudley V.· Wigner to be postmaster at Vidalia, La., in place 
of D. V. Wigner. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 
1927. 

Theophile P. Talbot to be postmaster at Napoleonville, La., 
in place ofT. P. Talbot. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 24, 1927. · 

MARYLAND 

John S. Dean to be postmaster at North East, Md., in place 
of J. H. Dean, deceased. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Frederick H. Buckley to be postmaster at Natick, Mass., in 
piace of J. H. Pratt, resigned. 

Harry T. Downes to be postmaster at Hanover, Mass., in 
place of H. T. Downes. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 24, 1927. 

Berton Williams to be postmaster at Ayer, 1\Iass., in place 
of Berton Williams. Incumbent's commission expires February 
24, 1927. 

MIOIDGAN 

Chauncey A. Harris to be · postmaster at Pontiac, Mich., in 
place of F. B. Babcock. Incumbent's commission expired De
cember 4, 1926. 

MINNESOTA 

Samuel A. Nystrom to be postmaster at Watertown, Minn., 
in place of .S. A. Nystrom. Incumbent's com.mission expires 
February 9, 1927. 

George W. Kiefer to be postmaster at Lewiston, Minn., in 
place of G. W. Kiefer. Incumbent's commission expired ·March 
18, 1926. 

l!l:ank A. Lindbergh to be postmaster at Crosby, Minn., in 
place of F. A. Lindbergh. Incu~bent's commission expires 
February 24, 1927. 

LXVIII--187 

Nellie 1\I. Watkins to be postmaster at Clinton, Minn:, in 
place of N. M. Watkins. Incumbent's commission expired Janu
ary 4, 1927. 

Frank L. Lane to be postmaster at Bigelow, Minn., in place 
of F. L. Lane. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 
1927. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Walter L. Collins to be postmaster at Union, Miss., in place 
of W. L. Collins. Incumbent's commission expires February 
24, 1927. 

Prentice O'Rear to be postmaster at Columbus, Miss., in place 
of Prentice O'Rear. Incumbent's commission expires February 
24, 1927. 

MISSOURI 

Edwin H. Laubert to be postmaster at Mayview, Mo., in place 
of L. l\1. Bertsch. Incumbent's commission expired August 24, 
1925. 

John R. Edwards to be postmaster at Dawn, Mo., in place of 
J. R. Edwards. Incumbent's commission expires February 23, 
1927 .. 

George L. Pemberton to be postmaster at Charleston, Mo., 
in place of G. L. Pemberton. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 23, 1927. 

Everett Drysdale to be postmaster at Butler, Mo., in place 
of Everett Drysdale. Incumbent's commission expires February 
23, 1927 . . 

MONTANA 

Joseph Brooks to be postmaster at Livingston, Mont., in place 
of Joseph Brooks. Incumbent's commission expires February 
23, 1927. 

Estella K. Smith to be postmaster at Lima, Mont., in place 
of E. K. Smith. Incumbent's commission expired January 30, 
1927. 

Roy W. Broman to be postmaster at Ismay, Mont., in place 
of R. W. Broman. Incumbent's commission expires February 
23, 1927. 

Duncan Gillespie to be postmaster at Windham, Mont. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1926. 

NEBRASJlA 

Harvey A. Loerch to be postmaster at Tekamah, Nebr., in 
place of H. A. Loerch. Incumbent's commission expires Febru
ary 24, 1927. 

Harry S. Prouty to be postmaster at Spencer, Nebr., in place 
of H. S. Prouty. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 
1927. . 

Charles T. Gammon · to be postmaster at Rushville, N~br., in 
place of C. T. Gammon. Incumbent's commission expires Feb-
ruary 24, 1927. · . 

James W. Holmes to be postmaster at Plattsmouth, Nebr., in 
place of J. W. Holmes. Incumbent's commission expires Febru
ary 24, 1927. 

Frederick H. Davis to be postmaPter at Madison, Nebr., in 
place of F. H. Davis. Incumbent's commission expires February 
24, 1927. . 

Frederick Nielsen to be postmaster at Lexington, Nebr., in 
place of Frederick Nielsen. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 24, 1927. 

Verne W. Langford to be pos.tmast.er at Laurel, Nebr., in place 
of V. W. Langford. Incumbent's commission expired June 17, 
1926. -. 

Harry C. Haverly to be postmaster at Hastings, Nebr., in 
place of H. C. Haverly. Incumbent's commission expires Febru-
ary 24, 1927. · 

Vernon D. Hill to be postmaster at Diller, Nebr., in place of 
V. D. Hill. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 1927. 

Lottie B. Trumble to be postmaster at Hazard, Nebr. Office 
became presidential July l, 1926. 

NEVADA 

Annie J. Christensen to be postmaster at Ferriley, Nev., in 
place of A. J. Christensen. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 19, 1927. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Joseph H. Geisel to be postmaster at Manchester, N. H., in 
place of J. H. Geisel. Incumbent's commission expires February 
24, 1927. 

Charles H. Bean to be postmaster at Franklin, N.H., in place 
of C. H. Bean. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 
1927. 

NEW JERSEY 

Frederick C. Docker to be postmaster at Oxford, N. J., in 
place of F. C. Docker. Incumbent's commission expires Feuru
ary 10, 1927. 
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Richard Watt to be postmaster at Garwood, N.J., in place of 

Richard Watt. Incumbent's commission expires February 10, 
1927. 

Alfred J. Perkins to be postmaster at Atlantic City, N. J., 
in place of A. J. Perkins. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 2-!, 1927. 

Harry Simmons to be postmaster at Rahway, N. J., in place 
of Peter Tillman, deceased. · 

NEW MEXICO 

Chester G. Parsons to be postmaster at Wagon Mound, 
N. 1\Iex., in place of C. G. Parsons. Incumbent's commission 
expires February 24, 1927. 

Charles B. Thacker to be postmaster at .Raton, N. Mex., in 
place of C. B. Thacker .• Incumbent's commission expires Feb-
ruary 24, 1927. · 

Emma A. Coleman to be postmaster at Lovington, N. Mex., in 
place of Charlie 1\IcDonald. Incumbent's commission expired 
1\farch 16, 1926. 

NEW YORK 

Earl J. Conger to be postmaster at Waterville, N. Y., in place 
of E. J. Conger. Incumbent's commission expires February 
24, 1927. 

Carroll F. Simpson to be postmaster at Phoenicia, N. _Y., in 
place of C. F. Simpson. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 24, 1927. 

'Villiam A. Baldwin to be postmaster at Norwich, ~· Y., in 
place of W. A. Baldwin. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 24, 1927. 

Harry T. Nowlan to be postmaster at Newark Valley, N. Y., 
in place of H. T. Nowlan. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 11, 1927. 

Sumter L. Happy to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, N. Y., 
in place of S. L. Happy. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 9, 1927. 

Walter L. Bibbey to be postmaster at Fort Edward, N. Y., 
in place of W. L. Bibbey. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 24, 1927. 

Harrison D. Todd to be postmaster at Arkville, N. Y., in 
place of H. D. Todd. Incumbent's commission expires Febru
ary 24, 1927. 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Elinor C. Cleaveland to be postmaster at Highlands, N. C., 
in place of E. C. Cleaveland. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 6, 1927. 

Eugene L. Schuyler to be postmaster at Lowgap, N. C. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1926. 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Ira L. Walla to be postmaster at Arnegard, N. Dak., in place 
of I. L. Walla. Incumbent's commission expired March 8, 
1926. 

Lottie E. Dettman to be postmaster at Judson, N.Dak. Office 
became presidential July 1, 19-26. 

OHIO 

Wilbur C. Ledman to be postmaster at Zanesville, Ohio, in 
place of W. C. Ledman. Incumbent's commission expires Febru
ary 24, 1927. 

Chades F. Decker to be postmaster at Vermilion, Ohio, in 
place of C. F. Decker. Incumbent's commission expires Febru
ary 23, 1927. 

OKLAHOMA 

Edith B. Foster to be postmaster at Wagoner, Okla., in place 
of E. B. l!,oster. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 
1927. 

Elmer D. Rook to be postmaster at Sayre, Okla., in place of 
E. D. Rook. Incumbent's commission expires February 23, 
1927. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Edgar Matthews, sr., to be postmaster at Royersford, Pa., in 
place of Edgar Matthews, sr. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 1, 1927. 

Robert H. Stickler to be postmaster at Lansford, Pa., in place 
of R. H. Stickler. Incumbent's commission expired February 
1, 1927. 

George R. Fleming to be postmaster at Haverford, Pa., in 
place of G. R. Fleming. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 1, 1927. 

Earl H. Hilgert to be postmaster at Cresco, Pa., in place of 
E. H. Hilgert. Incumbent's commission expires February 14, 
1927. 

James D. Scott to be postmaster at Coatesville, Pa., in place 
of J. D. Scott. Incumbent's commission expired February 24. 
1926. 

James C. Whitby to be postmaster at Bryn Mawr, Pa., in 
place of J. C. Whitby. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 1, 1927. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Benjamin F. Foreman to be postmaster at Allendale, S. C., in 
place of B. F. Foreman. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 23, 1927. 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

Albert P. Monell to be postmaster at Stickney, S. Dak., in 
place of A. P. Monell. Incumbent's commission expireu Decem
ber 4, 1926. 

TEXAS 

Nena M. Iiams to be postmaster at Sugar Land, Tex., in place 
of A. S. Watson, resigned. 

Peter W. Henry to be postmaster at Henrietta, Tex., in place 
of J. M. Van Houten, resigned. 

Walter K. Weber to be postmaster at Coupland, Tex., in place 
of H. L. Copeland, resigned. 

Hiram H. McGuffey to be postmaster at Three Rivers, Tex., 
in place of H. H. McGuffey. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 23, 1926. 

Thomas M. Welch to be pos.tmaster at Palestine, Tex., in 
place of T. M. Welch. · Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 24, 1927. 

James E. Moore to be postmaster at Lometa, Tex.; in place of 
J. E. Moore. Incumbent's commission expired December 4. 1926. 

Edwin 0. Hill to be postmaster at El Campo, Tex., in plitce of 
E. C. Hill. Incumbent's commission expired August 26, 1926. 

VERMONT 

Ralph Gaul to be postmaster at North Bennington, Vt., in 
place of Ralph Gaul. Incumbent's commission expired Decem
ber 9, 1926. 

VIRGINIA 

Percy Bradshaw to be postmaster at Zuni, Va., in place of 
S. L. Lewis, resigned. 

Tivy E. Jenkins to be postmaster at Wilder, Va., in place of 
T. E. Jenkins. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 
1927. 

Robert A. Anderson to be postmaster at Marion, Va., in place 
of G. H. Wheeler. Incumbept's commission expired December 
19, 19-26. 

Willie A. Roach to be postmaster at Durmid, Va., in place of 
W. A. Roach. Incumbent's commission expired September 22, 
1926. 

Blanche M. E. Harris to be postmaster at Crozet, Va., in place 
of B. M. E. Harris. Incumbent's commission expires February 
24, 1927. 

WASHINGTON 

Robert L. Wright to be postmaster at Omak, Wash., in place 
of L. S. Overholt, resigned. 

Ira S. Fields to be postmaster at Woodland, Wash., in place 
of I. S. Fields. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 
19-27. 

Edward Hinkley to be postmaster at Snohomish, Wash. , in 
place of Edward Hinkley. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 24, 19-27. 

Frank Givens to be postmaster at Port Orchard, Wash., in 
place of Frank Givens. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 24, 1927. 

Maud E. Hays to be postmaster at Starbuck, Wash., in place 
of M. E. Hays. Incumbent's commission expires February 24, 
1927. 

Tolaver T. Richardson to be postmaster at Northport, Wash., 
in place of T. T. Richardson. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 24, 1927. 

WISCONSIN 

Frederick N. Lochemes to be postmaster at St. Francis, Wis., 
in place of F. N. Lochemes. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 23, 1927. 

George C. Dobbs to be postmaster at Conover, Wis., in place 
of G. C. Dobbs. Incumbent's commission expires February 23, 
1927. . 

James H. Wagner to be postmaster at Chilton, Wis., in place 
of Herman Rau. Incumbent's commission expired September 
12, 1926. 

Henry J. S. Hanson to be postmaster at Bayfield, Wis., in 
place of H. J. S. Hanson. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 23, 1927. 

Charlotte G. Johnson to be postmaster at Amherst, Wis., in 
place of M. R. Brandt. Incumbent's commission expired Janu
ary 21, 1926. 
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CONFIRMATIONS 

ExecuHIVe nomitwtions confirmed by the Senate February 4, 
1921 

COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
~roctor L. Dougherty. 
Sidney F. Taliaferro. 

CLERK OF UNITED STATES COURT FOR CHINA 
J. Marvin Howes. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL 

Harry S. Hubbard to be United States marshal, district of 
Porto Rico. 

POSTMASTERS 

GEORGIA 
James A. Brackett, Blairsville. 
Corine E. Dickerson, Homerville. 

IDAHO 

Osmond Buchanan, Blackfoot. 
John L. Rooke, Cottonwood. 

ILLINOIS 
Evan Harris, Gillespie. 
Warren E. Wright, Murrayville. 
John F. Mains, Stronghurst. 
David G. Birkett, Washington. 

IOWA 

Charlie l\I. Willard, Persia. 
Samuel 0. Laverty, Promise City. 

KENTUCKY 
Walter Creech, Cumberland. 

MAINE 

James Mahaney, Cherryfield. 
MARYLAND 

Howard E. Dixon, Brunswick. 
Harry R. Kinnaman, Myersville. 
Philip E. Huntt, Waldorf. 

MICHIGAN 
Grace Tillie, Honor. 
Perry Anderson, Stanwood. 
Gertrude S. Scott, Sterling. 

MISSISSIPPI 
James S. Niles, Kosciusko. 
Mary E. Cain, Vaiden. 

MONTANA 

Prince A. Mowbray, Brady. 
Fred N. Weed, Terry. 

NEW JERSEY 

Walter W. Whitman, Pleasantville. 
Edward J. Tidaback, Short Hills. 
Wilbur Fuller, Sussex. 

NEW MEXICO 
Timothy B. Baca, Belen. 
Pearl Hare, Bloomfield. 
Augustin F. Sisneros, Espanola. 

NEW YORK 

Christopher Martin, Altamont. 
Hilbert W. Becker, Brightwaters. 
Michael Gleason, Carthage. 
Maurice M. Parker, Deferiet. 
Emil M. Pabst, Huntington Station. 
Charles G. Mackey, jr., Milton. 
Henry A. Holley, Otisville. 
Henry E. Johnston, Spencer. 
Frank L. Millen, Watkins Glen. 
Albert A. Patterson, Willsboro. 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Carl Indergard, Belfield. 
Inez Grams, Bowbells. 
John W. Vogel. Coleharbor. 
Milo C. Merrill, Flaxton. 
Ruth Ellickson, Regent. 
Josephine M. Lierboe, Turtle Lake. 

OHIO 
Leonard T. Cool, Canton. 
Jesse L. Bales, Jackson. 
Rossiter S. Williams, Oak Hill. 
Eugene G. Dick, Oberlin. 
Edward J. Cranmer, Ostrande:::-. 
Claude Jl.J. Gardner, Powell. 
Minnie A. Jackson, Rockford. 
William E. Thomas, Wellston. 

OKLAHOMA 

Eugene F. Harreld, Ardmore. 
Roscoe E. Robertson, Eufaula. 
Charles C. Sellers, Quapaw. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Harry M. Bowman, Annville. 
Harry H. Wilson, Blairsville. 
Floyd A. Hellyer, Cranesville. 
Anna l\I. Black, Flora Dale. 
Ralph B. Kunkle, Homer City. 
Otto R. Baer, Irwin. 
Wilbur C. Johnson, Lopez. 
William H. Young, McDonald. 
John S. Steinmetz, Richland. 
James S. Fennell, Salina. 
George W. Kreidler, Yoe. 

TENNESSEE 

Anderson W. Warren, Waverly. 
VIRGINIA 

Agnes L. Ivey, Catlett. 
William B. Dew, Sweet Briar. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
FRIDAY, February 4, 1927 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 

0 love divine, accept our tribute of praise and thanksgiving. 
We would say, Holy, holy, ·holy, Lord God Almighty. Lead us 
to strive to be worthy of all, and may evil lose its power over 
us. Imbue us thoroughly with a spirit of love for our country 
and devotion to its lasting welfare. When the way is steep and 
straight, long and lonely, come from behind the clouds and be 
the beacon light on the upward journey. Through stress and 
strain and storm may we know that God is God and blessed for
evermore. May our directive purpose for this day be for God 
and our dear homeland. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by l\Ir. Craven, its principal clerk, 

I 

announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 
16462, entitled "An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1927, and prior fiscal years, and to provide urgent 
supplemental appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1927, and for other purposes." -

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments House bill of the following title, in which the con
currence of the House is requested : 

H. R. 11601. An act granting pensions and increase of pen
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and 
Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the 
Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors, etc. 

The message also announced that the Vice President had 
appointed Mr. HALE and Mr. SWANSON members of the joint 
committee on the part of the Senate as provided for in the act 
of February 16, 1889, as amended by the act of March 2, 1895, 
entitled "An act to authorize and provide for the disposition of 
useless papers in the executive departments," for the disposition 
of useless papers in the Navy Department. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIG ]',""EO 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that that committee had examined and found truly 
enrolled House bills and House joint resolutions of the follow
ing titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 2190. An act for the relief of Agnes W. Wilcox; 
H. R. 2994. An act for the relief of Harry J. Dabel; 
H. R. 3664. An act to correct the military rectlrd of Daniel C. 

Darroch; 
H. R. 5085. An act to remove the charge of desertion from 

and correct the naval record of Louis Nemec, otherwise known 
as Louis Nemeck ; 

H. R. 5243. An act to promote the mining of potash on the 
public domain ; 

H. R. 5486. An act for the relief of Levi Wright; 
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n. R. 6384. An act to amend the acts of June 7, 1924, and 

March 3, 1925, i:ranting certain public lands to the city of 
Phoenix, Ariz. ; 

H. R. 7563. An act to amend section 4900 of the United States 
Revised Statutes; 

H. R. 7849. An act for the relief of Ella Miller; 
H. R. 8784. An act for the relief of Bertha M. Leville; 
H. R. 8923. An act for the relief of Sheffield Co., a corporation 

of Americus, Ga. ; 
H. R. 9061. An act to authorize Lieut. Commander Lucius C. 

Dunn, United States Navy, to accept frpm the King of Denmark 
a decoration known as a "Knight of the Order of Danne
brog"; 

H. R. 9268. An act to amend the agricultural credits act of 
1923; 

H. R. 9433. An act for the relief of Alexander Edward Metz ; 
H. R. 9919. An act for the relief of Stanton & Jones; 
H. R.10082. An act to permit construction, maintenance, and 

use of certain pipe lines for petroleum and its products ; 
H. R. 10424. An act to ratify the action of a local board of 

sales control in respect of a contract between the United States 
and Max Hagedorn, of La Grange, Ga. ; 

H. R. 10901. An act to authorize the incorporated town of 
Wrangell, Alaska, to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding 
$50,000 for the purpose of constructing and equipping a public
school building in the town of Wrangell, Alaska ; 

H. R. 11139. An act for the relief of Celestina Mateos; 
H. R.l1174. An act to· amend sectiQn 8 of the act of Septem

ber 1, 1916 (39 Stat. L. p. 716), and for other purposes; 
H. R.l1259. An act to reimburse or compensate James E. 

Parker- for money, clothing, and other property misplaced or 
appropriated by United States authorities during the World 
War; 

H. R.11586. An act .for the relief of Fannie B. Armstrong; 
H. R. 12109. An act to amend section 115b of subchapter 3 

of chapter 1 of the District of Columbia Code ; 
H. R. 12110. An act to amend section 1135, chapter 31, of the 

Di. trict of Columbia Code ; 
H. R. 12952. An act to authorize the village of Decatur, in 

the State of Nebraska, to construct a bridge across the Missouri 
River between the States of Nebraska and Iowa; 

H. R. 13451. An act to increase the pensions of certain maimed 
veterans who have lost limbs or have been totally disabled in the 
sanie, in line of duty, in the military or naval service of the 
United States ; and to amend section 4788 of the Revised Stat
utes of the United States by increasing the rates therein for 
artificial limbs ; 

H. R. 13453. An act to amend the act providing additional aid 
for the American Printing House for the Blind; 

H. R. 13778. An act for the relief of certain citizens of Eagle 
Pass, Tex.; 

H. R.14250. An act to authorize reimposition and extension 
of the trust period on lands held for the use and benefit of the 
Capitan Grande Band of Indians in California; 

H. R. 15127. An act for the relief of sufferers from tloods in 
the vicinity of Fabens and El Paso, Tex., in September, 1925; 

II. R. 16023. An act relating to the transfusion of blood by 
members of the Military Establishment; 

H. J. Res. 53. House joint resolution to amend an act entitled 
"An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 

, soldiers and sailors of the Civil War, and certain widows and 
dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war, .. ap
proved December 23, 1924 ; and 

H. J. Res.100. House joint resolution to authorize the Secre
tary of War to expend not to exceed $125,000 for the protection 
of Government property adjacent to Lowell Creek, Alaska. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
indefinite leave of absence for my colleague [Mr. LAMPERT] on 
account of sickness in his family, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the leave is granted. 
There was no objection. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRI.A.TION BILlr-CON.FERENCE REPORT 

1\lr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 
the bill (H. R.. 16462) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in certain appropriations for the .fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1927, and prior fiscal years, and to provide urgent 
supplemental appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1927, and for other purposes. . 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to 
have a quorum on this very important matter. I want the 
House to understand the issues involved. 

1\Ir. TILSON. Let me say to the gentleman from Texas that 
Members are coming in rapidly, and it may be as we go along 
there 'will be no need for a roll call. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the ~onference report. 
The Clerk read the conference report, as follows : 

OONFERENOE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the ame·ndments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
16462) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in 
certain appropriations for the fiscal yea!" ending June 30, 1927, 
and prior .fiscal years, and to provide urgent supplemental ap
propriations for the .fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, and for 
other purposes, having met, afte~ full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommepd to their respective 
Houses as follows : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 5, and 6, and agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows:· In lieu 
of the sum named in said am'!:mdment insert the following : 
" $1,500,000 " ; and the Senate a,gree to the same. 

The committee of conference have not agreed on am!mdments 
numbered 4, 7, 8, 9, and 10. 

WILLIAM R. Woon, 
Loms C. CRAMTON, 
JOSEPH W. BYRNS, 

Managers mr, the pfPrt of the H01tse. 
F. E. WARREN, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
LEE S. OVERMAN, 

Ma1wgers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the confer
ence report. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a ques
tion before he makes that motion? 

Mr. WOOD. I will. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. As I understand the conference agree

ment, it provides for $1,500,000 for the purchase of a site for a 
Supreme Court building? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. The site which I understand it is 

proposed to purchase includes the Congressional Apa rtments 
and other buildings, and it means that all those buildings, some 
of them splendid structures, will have to be torn down and 
scrapped to construct this new building on that site. Does the 
gentleman think that ought to be done? Does he not think 
a site could have been procured without that necessity and 
without that enormous cost? 

It looks to me like an act of criminal waste to tear down 
these perfectly good buildings where other sites are available 
without that necessity. 

Mr. WOOD. It might be possible to acquire another site 
at less cost if we go out in the suburbs, but for the improve
ment of the city in accordance with the program, the gentle
men whose business it was to select a site for the Supreme 
Court thought that this was the proper place upon which to 
locate it. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Who did select the site? 
Mr. WOOD. The committee that has been · established with 

reference to the building program. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Does the amendment provide that 

condemnation proceedings shall be resorted to, or is it to be 
purchased at that price? 1 

Mr. WOOD. Here is the situation: The committee was in
formed that the assessed value of that property is practically 
$900,000; that the sale value was in the neighborhood of 
$1,500,000. They asked for $1,700,000, but we thought that we 
might aid them some by restricting the amount of the appro
priation, and we made the amount what seemed to be by inves
tigation of the Supervising Architect a fair sale value of that 
property. ' 

I wish to state that the Supreme Court, while it does not 
have the right to decide where to locate this building, has indi
cated appro-wi of this location. 

1\Ir. BLAClr of Texas. The assessed value of the property 
is $900,000, and this amendmen~ proposes to ,PaY $600,000 more 
for the site than the assessed value. I protest against it, and 
will certainly do what I can to defeat the conference report. 
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Mr. WOOD. No ; it is not proposed to pay $600,000 more 

than the assessed value. They asked for an appropriation of 
$1 ,700,000. If we have to resort to condemnation proceedings, 
tbe value will be fixed by the comt upon the evidence. If they 
can agree to purchase without condemnation, they want an 
appropriation sufficiently large, so that there will be no hitch 
in the commencement of the construction. 

COTTON 

Mr. ASWELL. Will the gentleman yield me two minutes? 
Mr. ·wooD. I will yield to tile gentleman from Louisiana 

two minutes. 
1\lr. ASWELL. 1\ir. Speaker, the world loves a champion and 

rejoices in victory. In the gallery of this House to-day are 
the 10 cotton-growing champions of America. By the use of 
brain as well as brawn, the mind as well as the hand, they 
haYe produced startling I'esults in the production of cotton. I 
would like to give a few examples of their accomplishment 
in view of the present strained situation with reference to 
agriculture in America. The cost per pound by these cham
pions was reduced from 18 cents to 6 and 9 cents a pound. 

Mr. Cox, State champion of Georgia, made a profit last year, 
while the price of cotton was so low, of $71.25 {}€r acre. [Ap
plau. ~ Mr. Connella, State champion of Louisiana, made 
a pr ofit of $65.59. [Applause.] Mr. G. l\lont Adams, of Texas, 
a profit of $43.41 per acre. [Applause.] Miss Elga Daniels, of 
Texas [applause], a profit of $45.75 per acre. And the most 
an~azing achievement was that of Mr. Harrell, State champion 
of Tennessee, who made a profit of $132.05. [Loud applause.] 
'l'hen, also, there are Mr. Elstner Beall, of Arkansas, with a 
profit of $31.50; and Mr. Pierce Adams, of Arkansas, with 
$76.40 profit per acre. 

Mr. Speaker, these farmers deserve the plaudits of the 
Congress and of the American people for sho\\ing that, through 
the use of intellectual activities as well as physical, cotton 
and other agricultural products can be raised at. a profit. I 
take great pleasure in acknowledging the honor that I have 
in presenting to this House these 10 cotton champions who now 
sit in the gallery of the House. [Applause, the Members 
rising.] 

URGENCY DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL-CONFERENCE REPORT 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer
ence report. 

The question was taken. 
1\lr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote, and 

make the point of order that there is no quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the 

point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair 
will count. [After counting.] One hundred and sixty Members 
present-not a quorum. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 
the Sergeant at Arms will bring in absent Members, and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk called the roll, and there were-yeas 295, nays 49, 
answered " present" 2, not voting 87, as follows : 

Abernethy 
Ackerma n 
Adkins 
Aldrich 
Allen 

±~~~~~en 
Andrew 
Appleby 
Arentz 
Arnold 
A swell 
Ayres 
Bacharach 
Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankbead 
Ba rbour 
Beck 
Beedy 
Beers 
Begg 
Bixler 
Black, N.Y. 
Eland 
Eloom 
F )ies 
Bowman 
Boylan 
B rand, Ohio 
Briggs 
Brigham 
Browne 
Browning 
Brumm 
Buchanan 

[Roll No. 24] 
YE.A.S-295 

Bulwlnkle 
Burdick 
Burton 
Butler 
Byrns 
Campbell 
Canfield 
Carter, Calif. 
Carter, Okla. 
Cellcr 
Chalmers 
Chindblom 
Christopherson 
Clague 
Cochran 
Cole 
Collier 
Collins 
Colton 
Connery 
Connolly, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corning 
Cramton 
Crowther 
Crumpacker 
Dnllinger 
Darrow 
Davenport 
Davey 
Davis 
Denison 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dominick 
Dough ton 

Douglass Glynn 
Dowell Goodwin 
Drane Green, Fla. 
Drewry Green, Iowa 
Driver Greenwood 
Dyer Griest 
Eaton Griffin 
Elliott Badley 
Ellis Bale 
Englebrlght Ball, Ind. 
Esterly Ball, N. Dak. 
Evans Hardy 
Fairchild Harrison 
Faust Hawley 
Fenn Hayden 
Fish Hersey 
Fisher Hickey 
Fitzgerald, Roy G. Hil1, l\Id. 
Fitzgerald, W. T. Hogg 
Fletcher Holaday 
Fort Hooper 
Freat· Houston 
Fredericks Hudson 
Free Bud<:peth 
Freeman Hull, Tenn. 
French Hull, Morton D. 
Frothingham Hull, William E. 
Funk Irwin 
Furlow Jacobstein 
Gallivan Jenkins 
Gambrill Johnson, Ind. 
Gardner, Ind. Johnson, S. Dak. 
Garner, Tex. Johnson, Wash. 
Garrett, Tenn. Kahn 
Garrett, TeL Kearns 
Gibson Keller 

Kerr Montague 
Kt:>tcham Mooney 
Kiefner l\loore, Ky. 
Kiess Moore, Ohio 
Knutson Moore, Va. 
Kopp M01·gan 
Kunz Morrow 
Kurtz Nelson, Mo. 
Lanham Newton, Minn. 
Leathenvood Norton 
Leavitt O'Connell, N.Y. 
Lehlbach O'Connell, H. I. 
Lindsay Oldfield 
Lineberger Patterson 
Linthicum Peavey 
Luce Peery 
Lyon Perkins 
McDuffie Porter 
McKeown Pou 
McLaughlin, Kebr. Pra tt 
AicLeod Purnell 
McMillan Quayle 
McReynolds Quin 
McSween ey Ragon 
MacGreg-orf Ramseyer 
Magee, N.Y. Ran ley 
Magee, Pa. Rathbone 
l\Ingrady Reece 
Major Reed. Ark. 
Manlove Reed; N. Y. 
Mape_s Reid, Ill. 
Mart~n, La. Robsion, Ky. 
Martm, Mass. Rorrers 
Menges Romjue 
Michaelson Rowbottom 
Michener Sahath 
Miller SandPrS, N.Y. 
Mills Sandlin 

Schafet' 
Schneider 
Scott 
Sears, Fla. 
Seger 
Shreve 
Simmons 
Sinclair 
Sinnott 
Smith 
Smithwick 
Somers, N.Y. 
Speaks 
Spearing 
Sproul, Ill. 
Sproul, Kans. 
Rtalker 
Stedman 
Stobbs 
Strong, Kans. 
Strong, Pa. 
Summers, Wash. 
Sumners, Tex. 
Swank 
Swt:>et 
Swiug 
Taylor, Colo. 
'l'emple 
Thatcher 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thur. ton 
'l'illman 
'J.'ilson 
Timberlake 
Tinchel· 
Tollev 
Treadway 

NAY8--49 
Almon 
Black, Tex. 
Blanton 
Box 
Brand, Ga. 
Busby 
Cannon 
Carss 
Chapman 
Connally, Te.s. 
Crisp 
Edwards 
Eslick 

Fulmer 
Garber 
Gasque 
Gilbert 
Hammer 
Hastings 
Bill, Ala. 
Hill, Wash. 
Boward 
Jeffers 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, Tex. 
Jones 
Al~SWERED 

Deal 

.Kincheloe 
Kirk 
Kvale 
Lankford 
Larsen 
Lowrey 
Loz.it:>r 
McClintic 
McSwain 
Morehead 
Oliver, Ala. 
llainey 
Rankin 

" PRESE~T "-2 
Sears, Nebr. 

NOT VOTING-87 

Tydin .~s 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Updike 
Vaile 
Vare 
Vestal 
Vincent, 1\:Iich. 
Vinson, Ga. 
Vinson, Ky. 
Voigt 
Wainwright 
Walters 
Warren 
Wason 
Watres 
·watson 
Weaver 
Weller 
\Velch, Calif. 
Wheeler 
White. Kans. 
White, Me. 
Whitehead 
Whittington 
Williams, Ill. 
Willia ms, Tex. 
Williamson 
Wilson, La. 
Winter 
Wolverton 
Wood 
Woodruff 
Wright 
Wurzbach 
Yates 
Zihlman 

Rouse 
Rubey 
Rutherford 
Sanders, Tex. 
Steagall 
Stevenson 
Taylor, W. Va. 
TuckN· 
Wefald 
Woodrum 

Anthony Foss Letts Prall 
Auf der Heide Gilford Little Rayburn 
Bachmann Golder McFadden Robinson Iowa 
Barkley Goldsborough McLaughlin, Mich.Shallenbe'rger 
Bell Got·man Madden Snell 
Berger Gr·aham Mansfield Sosnowski 
Bowles Hare Mead Stephens 
Bowling Haugen Merritt Strother 
Britten Boch Milligan Sullivan 
But·tness Huddleston Montgomery Swat·tz 
Carew James Morin Swoope 
Carpenter Johnson, Ill. Murphy Taber 
Cleary Kelly Nelson, Me. Taylor, N.J. 
Cooper, Ohio Kemp Nelson, Wis. Taylor, Tenn. 
Cox Kendall Newton, Mo. Tinkham 
Coyle Kindred O'Connor, La. Upshaw 
Cro. ser King O'Connor, N.Y. WPlsh, Pa. 
Cullen LaGuardia Oliver, N.Y. Wilson, Miss. 
Curry Lampert Parker Wingo 
Dempsey Lazaro Parks Woodyard 
Dickstein Lea, Calif. Pt:>rlman Wyant 
Doyle Lee, Ga. Phillips 

So the conference report was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced tlle following pairs : 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Madden with 1\!r. Whitehead. 
Mr. Anthony with Mr. Cullen. 
l\Ir. Stephens with Mr. Goldsborough. 
Mr. King with Mr. Lee of Georgia. 
Mr. Newton of Missouri with l\ir. Cleary. 
Mr. Swoope with Mr. B ell. 
l\1r. Boch with Mr. Sullivan. 
Mr. Curry with Mr. Prall. 
l\Ir. Dempsey with Mr. Rayburn. 
l\Ir. Gifford with Mr. Doyle. 
Mr. Johnson of Illinois with Mr. Kindred. 
Mr. Graham with Mr. Mansfield. 
Mr. McFadden with Mr. Mead. 
Mr. Snell with Mr. Win~o. 
Mr. Morin with Mr. Bowling. 
Mr. Kendall with Mr. Parks. 
Mr. McLaughlin of Michigan with Mr. Auf der Heide. 
Mr. Welsh of Pennsylvania with Mr. Kemp. 
Mr. Britten with Mr. Shallenberger. 
Mr. Merritt with Mr. Wilson of Mississippi. 
Mr. Strother with Mr. Cox. 
Mr. Taylor of TennesRee with Mr. LHtle. 
Mr. LaGuardia with Ir. O'Connor of Louisiana. 
Mr. Kelly with Mr. Milligan. 

- Mr. Coyle with l\Ir. Lazaro. 
Mr. Murphy with Mr. Upshaw. 
Mr. Lampert with Mr. Oliver of New York. 
Mr. James with Mr. Barkley. 
Mr. Haugen with Mr. Carew. 
Mr. Golder with Mr. Huddleston. 
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::\fr. Parker with Mr. O'Connor of New York. 
Mr. Tuber with Mr. Hare. 
)h. w·yant with Mr. Lea qJ California. 
Mr. Taylor of New .Jersey with Mr. Dickstein. 
Mr. Sosnowski with Mr. Berger. 
1\lr. Bachmann with Mr. Nelson of Wisconsin. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
A quorum being present, the doors were opened. 

RRSIONA.TION OF HON, OGDEN L. MILLS 

1.'he SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a com
monica tion and asks the attention of the Members to its read
ing, in ·dew of the discussion which occurred yesterday. 

The Clerk read as f{)llows: 
FEBRUARY 4, 1927. 

Hon. NICHOLAS LoNGWORTH, 
House at Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

1\Iy DEAR MR. SPI!lAKlllR: Under date of February 2, 1927, I inclosed 
a copy of a letter from me to the Governor of the State of New York, 
tendering my resignation as a Representative in Congress, to take 
effect at noon on Thursday, February 3, 1927. 

In the afternoon of February 2, having found that there was no 
occasion for the immediate assumption by me of my official duties as 
Unilersecretury of the Treasury, I telephoned the secretary to the 
governor x·ecalling my letter. You were notified of this action on 
February 2, but only after you had read to the House a copy of my 
letter to the governor. 

I am sending herewith a copy of a letter just received from Hon. 
George B. Graves, secretary to the governor, confirming the fact that 
my resignation was withdrawn before the time on which it was to take 
effect, that it was never accepted, therefore, by the governor, and 
returning to me my letter of resignation. 

I am writing you tbis letter in order to set the records straight, and 
trust that it may be published in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Very sincerely yours, 
OGDEN L. MILLS, 

STATE OF NEW YORK, EXECUTIVID CHAMBER; 

Albany, February s, 1921. 
Hon. OaDE~ L. MILLS, 

House of Rep1·esentatives, Wa.shington, D. 0. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN : As you, of course, know, the governor was only 

too glad to comply with your request, and your letter dated February 2 
is herewith returned .. 

Yours very truly, 
GEO. B. GRAVES. 

DISABLED EMERGENCY OFFICERS 

Mr. 1\IcSW.AlN. Ur. Speaker, I ask uni:mimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD by printing therein brief 
resolutions passed by the American Legion of South Carolina 
respecting the disabled reserve officers' retirement bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. 1\fcSW .AlN. Mr. Speaker, under leave to print, I submit 

the following resolution passed by American Legion, Department 
of South Carolina, at its eighth annual convention, held at 
Chester, S. C., on August 6, 1926: 

Whereas the American Legion, through its national legislative com
mittee, bas been trying for some seven years to have passed legislation 
providing for the retirement of disabled emergency officers ; and 

Whereas of the nine classes of officers who served the United States 
of America during the World War, eight classes enjoy the retirement 
privilege and only one class, the disabled. emergency officers of the 
Army, do not, this being distinctly a discrimination against them ; and 

"Whereas a bill to wipe out this discrimination bas been pending in 
some form in the National Congress for some eight years, has twice 
passed the United States Senate, has been approved and favorably 
reported by the World War Veterans' Committee of the House, and is 
now on the calendar of both Houses ; and 

"Whereas a majority of the Members of the Congress have expressed 
themselves as being in favor of the legislation; and 

"Whereas it appears that the steering committee or some other com
mittee of the House bas consistently prevented the pending bill com
ing up for a vote ; and 

"Whereas the American Legion at each of its national conventions 
bas overwhelmingly voted to have the proposed legislation passed and 
become a law: Now therefore be it 

u Resolved by the American Legion, Department of South Ca1·oHna, in 
conventi01~ assembled at Chester, S. 0 ., on the 6th of August, 19lG, 
That we favor the passage of the bill now pending be1'ore Congress 
known as the Tyson-Fitzgerald bill for the retirement of disabled emer
gency officers, which provides that emergency officers who were disabled 
in the service of their country during the Worlu War and wbo are 
permanently disabled to an extent of 30 per cent or more, be retired 
on the same basis as now provided for officers of the Regular Army a.nd 
other classes of officers who were disabled in the service. Be it 

"Resolved further, That copies of this resolution be sent our repre
sentatives in Congress, to the national adjutant of the American Legion, 
to the national legislative committee of the Legion, and that they be 
requested to use every possible effort to have the pending bUl enacted 
into law at the next session of the present Congress." 

I hereby certify that the above is a true copy of the resolution passed 
by the American Legion, Department of South Cru:olina, at its eighth 
annual convention held at Chester, S. C., on August 6, 1926. 

[SEAL.] M. c. FOSTER, 
Adjutan-t, the AtlltWican Legi.01J., Depa1-tme-nt of South Carolina. 

Mr. GARBER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent · to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
_Mr. GARBER. Mr. Speake1·, Members of the House, I here

with present for consideration House Resolution No. 7 of the 
State of Oklahoma, requesting the Senate of the United States 
to pass .senate bill No. 3027 and the House of Representatives of 
the Umted States to pass bill No. 4548 in their pre~ent form 
which said bills are designed to give much needed relief to th~ 
disabled emergency officers of the Army. 
House Resolution 7, by Mr. Brown, requesting favorable action by the 

Congress of the United States on Senate bill No. 3027 and !louse 
bill No. 4548, now pending, pertaining to the retirement for disabled 
emergency officers of the World War on equal terms and conditions 
with officers of the Regular Army, the Navy, and Marine Corps 

Whereas there is now pendin~ in the Senate of the United States 
a bill known as the Tyson bill (Senate bUl No. 3027) and a similar 
bill is pending in the House of Representatives of the United States 
known as the Fitzgerald bill (H. R. No. 454.8). ; and 

Whereas both of said bills provide for retirement of disabled emer
gency officers of the World War on equal terms and on the same 
conditions provided for other disabled officers of the Army, Navy, and 
Marine Corps ; and 

Whereas there were nine classes of officers in the World War, 
namely, (1) Regular Army officers, (2) regular naval officers, (3) reg
ular Marine Corps officers, ( 4) provisional Army officers, ({)) provi
sional naval officers, (6) provisional Marine Corps officers, (7) emer
gency Army officers, (8) emergency naval officers, (9) emergency ::\Iarine 
Corps officers ; and 

Whereas all officers disabled in line of duty in the service of the 
United States during the World War are granted retirement privileges, 
except the emergency Army officers disabled in line of duty, and 

Whereas it is simple justice to the emergency Army officers who 
l!erved in the World War and who were disabled to receive the same 
benefits accorded the other eight classes of officers: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representati-ves of the State of Oklahoma~ 
That we request the Senate of the United States to pass Senate bill No. 
8027 and request the House of Representatives of the United States 
to pass House bill No. 4548 in their present form, which said bills are 
designed to give relief to said disabled emergency officers of the Army 
as provid~ in said bills; and be it further 

Resolved, That the chief clerk of the house of representatives be in
structed to furnish each Senator and Member of Congress from the 
State of Oklahoma, tho President of the United States, the Vice Presi
dent of the United States, the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
of the United States, the chairman of the Rules Committee of the 
House of Representatives of the United States, the chairman of the 
steering committee of the House of Representatives of the United 
States, Congressman RoY FITZGERALD, and Senator LAWRil 'CE D. TYsim 
with a copy of this resolution. 

EVOLUTION OF MEXICO 

1\Ir. LOZIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks in the RECORD upon the conditions, revolutions, 
and evolution of the Republic of Mexico. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LOZIER. Mr. Speaker, our relations with the Republic 

of Mexico are being subjected to a severe strain. All good 
Americans and I trust all good Mexicans are hoping for a wise 
just, and permanent solution of our Mexican problem. In it~ 
consideration it is worth while to understand not only the pres
ent complicated conditions in Mexico, but we should familiax·ize 
ourselves with the history of our neighbor south of the Rio 
Grande. 

While Mexico has many forward-looking, progressive, edu
cated, and cultured people, a very large prop01·tion of her popu
lation is illiterate and less enlightened than the people of the 
United States. Probably the masses in no modern nation have 
been exploited more by the classes than the people of Mexico. 
While Mexico is a Republic with a constitution and system of 
government patterned after and very similar to that of the 
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United States, still the great majority of the Mexican people 
have as yet but sparingly participated in governmental affairs. 
The natm·al resources of Mexico have been shamelessly ex
ploited by the go,·erning classes aud financial overlords. Too 
often the Mexican people have had only the shadow and not 
the substance of free institutions. 

Compared with the United States, Mexico is weak and 
defenseless, although she has a population of approximately 
15,000,000. Because of our superior attainments in the science 
of government. our unparalleled national wealth and resources, 
our potential and actual military and naval power, and our 
exalted position among the nations of the earth, we should at 
all times deal with our weak and revolution-ridden sister re
publics with justice, generosity, and magnanimity. 

Unfortunately, we are not very familiar with her history, 
bet· struggles, her unrest, her internal convulsions, and her 
many other perplexing problems. There is much in her his
tory that shocks the conscience of mankind and much that 
appeals mightily to the hearts and better judgment ·of men. 
Her many unspeakable crimes I do not palliate. Many of her 
blunders I can not excuse. l\Iany of her administrative policies 
I condemn unsparingly. But with aU her faults, follies, mis
takes, blunders, and at times vicious policies, there is much 
left in the history of the Mexican Republic and Mexican people 
to admire. 

I wish ill to no man or nation. There is room enough in 
this old world to permit every existing and organized state 
to live, to prosper, and to work out its own national destiny. 
I would gladly see l\lex:ico discard her nonprogressive policies, 
abandon her national habit of exploiting her people and natural 
resources, restrain tumult and disorder, restore internal tran
quility and establish and maintain a just government, not for 
the favored clas es and special-privilege groups alone, but for 
the mas ·es without regard to their station in life or economic 
environment. ' 

In short, I express the hope that Mexico may soon emerge 
from her travail, purged of her weaknesses, and rehabilitated 
in every branch of her government, so she may have a tighter 
grip on destiny and a clearer vision, comprehension, and appre
ciation of the functions of a just and stable government. Other
wise, she can not hope to enjoy the fruits of our Christian 
civilization and be a factor in the progress of the world. 

In order that we may better understand the Mexican problem, 
with your permission I am going to enumerate some of the 
important events in the history of this next-door neighbor of 
ours '8nd trace the " Evolution of Mexico" from an oppressed 
province of a decadent European power to a position of influ
ence in the sisterhood of republics. 

'l'he history of l\Iexico in the last century is a record of 
almost countless revolutions. Spain ruled Mexico for 300 years, 
from 1521 to 1821. During the Spanish regime all offices were 
in possession of European Spaniards ; and natives, though of 
Spanish blood, were denied participation in public affairs. 

There were five revolutions against Spanish authority before 
Mexico gained her independence. The standard of revolt 
against Spain was first raised in Dolores, in 1810, by Don 
Miguel Hidalgo, a native priest, who probably contributed more 
to the cause of Mexican independence than any other one man. 
He was ably assisted by Ignacio Allende, a captain in the 
Spanish Army, who deserted to the insurgents. As all Mexico 
was dissatisfied with Spanish misrule, the eloquence of Hidalgo 
awakened the smoldering fires of Mexican patriotism, but after 
some temporary success this revolution collapsed. 

In the latter part of 1810 Hidalgo promoted a second revolu
tion, which ended in failure and the capture and execution of 
Hidalgo and Allende in July, 1811. The patriotism and glory 
of Hidalgo were tarnished by his. atrocities, as thousands of 
Spaniards were put to death by his orders. But in taking the 
measure of this Mexican patriot, history must consider the 
time in which and the conditions under which he struggled. 
In attempting to hold Mexico in subjection Spain had com
mitted innumerable acts of wtfnton cruelty, and it is not sh·ange 
that the Mexicans, struggling for freedom, adopted a policy of 
retaliation and reprisals. 

The third revolution, inaugurated in 1812, was led by Jose 
Ma~l\1orelos, a curate of a village in Valladolid, who was 
both generous and brave. Born of obscure parentage, he was 
for a time a muleteer, bpt, being ambitious, he saved his earn
ings and acquired an education, being a pupil of Hidalgo when 
the latter was rector of the College of San Nicolas, at Valla
dolid. As a follower of Hidalgo in the first two uprisings, 
Morelos had attained the position of captain general of the· 
southwestern provinces. With a few hundred troops, mostly 
negroes, he captured Acapulco, defea,ting a large party of troops. 
He organized a regular government and a congress was con
vened a t Chllpanzingo that declar:ed M~co a,n l,ndependent 

gover~ent. After numerous victories and defeats, culminating 
in guerilla warfare, 1\forelos was captured and put to death in 
December. 1815. 

A fourth revolution began in 1817. Gen. Francisco Xavier 
Mina, a Spanish soldier and adventurer, was its leader. In 
April, 1817, with 500 soldiers, he landed at Sota la Marina and 
marched into the interior. After capturing the rich city of 
Leon and winning seYeral >ictories he was defeated and, with 
25 of his followers. shot in November, 1817. Other vagrant 
bands were defeated, but Guadalupe "Victoria held out for two 
years. 

The fifth and final revolution against Spanish authority was 
begun by Don Augu~tin Iturbide, who had previously fought on 
the side of Spain. He was ably assisted by Vincente Guerrero 
and Guadalupe Vi<:toria, insurgent leaders who contributed 
much to the success of the revolutionary mo;ement. On Febru
ary 24, 1821, Iturbide proclaimed the celebrated "plan of 
!guala," which deelared Mexico a conL titutional monarchy, 
mdependent of Spain, and guaranteed citizenship to all Mexi
cans who supported the revolution. This revolt was widespread. 
Creole troops and insurgent bands flocked to the standard of 
Iturbide, and after a feeble resistance Spanish authority was 
overthrown. On September 24, 1821, just seven months after 
the beginning of the revolution, Iturbide entered the capital of 
Mexico in triumph and the last >estige of Spanish authority 
over Mexico disappeared. 

After acting as President and regent, the Mexican Congress, 
overawed to some extent by a mob demonstration in the capital, 
proclaim.ed Iturbide Emperor of Mexico, and on July 21, 1822, 
he was solemnly crowned amid pompous ceremonies under the 
name of Augustin I. 

A sixth revolution was caused by Iturbide's abuse of power. 
In November a rebellion broke out in the northern provinces 
but it was quickly subdued. On December 6. 1822. Generai 
Santa Anna, in the city of Vera Cruz, proclaimed a republic 
and headed a rebellion again t Iturbide. Echavarri_, one of 
Iturbide's generals, had been ordered to attack Santa Anna. 
Instead of doing this, he joined forces with Santa Anna with 
whom Vincinte Guerrero, Guadalupe Victoria, and oth~r in
surgent leaders were cooperating. Encompassed by the hostile 
forces of these revolutionary generals, and surrounded by a 
people who were dissatisfied with his exercise of autocratic 
power, Iturbide, in despair, abdicated in March, 1823. Congre~ 
ignored his abdication, treated his election as void from the 
beginning, and after keeping him in custody for a season de-
ported him to Europe in l\Iay, 1823. ' 

After the overthrow of Iturbide a provincial government was 
s·et up with Generals Victoria, Bravo, and Negrete as temporary 
executives until a federal republic was estal.Jlished with a 
constitution modeled, to some extent, after that of the United 
States. This constitution was adopted in October, 1824, and 
General Guadalupe Yictoria was chosen as the first constitu
tional President, General Nicolas Bra>o was the first Vice 
President of the Republic. 

Ambitious to reestablish himself, Iturbide went first to Italv 
then to London, and in July, 1824, returned to Mexico in dis: 
guise, but was promptly arrested and executed by order of the 
Provincial Congress of Tamaulipas on July 24, five days after 
he landed at Soto Ia Marina. 

The administration of Victoria was marked by a gre-at degree 
of prosperity. Slavery was largely abolished in September, 
1825. However, the people were divided into two political 
parties, between which the rivalry for supremacy was violent 
and bitter. The Escoces, like the Federalists of the United 
States, desired a strong centralized form of government and 
were accused of desiring to reestablish the monarchy. The 
Yorkinos, or Democratic Party, advocated the maintenance of 
the Federal Republic and were charged by their enemies with 
being anarchists and opposed to public order. The contest be
tween these two parties was largely a struggle between two fac
tions or groups of the Masonic fraternity for the control of 
Mexico. The Escoces Party was made up very largely of the 
adherents of Scottish Rite Masonry, while the Yorkinos Party 
included the Masons in Mexico who adhered to the ceremonies 
observed by the York Rite Masons. While each of these parties 
was controlled by one faction of the Masonic fraternity, the 
rank and file of each of the parties was made up of those not 
identified with Masonry. In the 1826 election both of these 
rival parties resorted to bribery and corruption, and in many 
districts the elections were declared illegal. The country was 
badly divided by these contending factions, and in 1826 and 
1827 the Escoces, under the leadership of Vice President Bravo, 
brought about an insurrection. On January 7, 1828, the Escocf'S 
were defeated at Tulansingo by General Guerrero, the leader of 
the Yorkinos, and Government forces. This rever.-e broke for
ever: the power of the Escoces as a factor in Mexican politics. 



2968 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE _FEBRUARY 4 
In the presidential election in 1828 Gen. Gomez Pedraza was 

the candidate of the Conservative Party, and Gen. Vincinte 
Guerrero was nominated by the Yorkinoo. Pedraza was elected 
by only two electoral votes. The Yorkinos, declaring the result 
to have been accomplished by coercion, corruption, and bribery, 
resorted to arms. Santa Anna, the stormy petrel of Mexican 
bi tory who had aided in the overthl·ow of Iturbide, at the head 
of 500 men took possession of the castle of Perote and pro
claimed Guerrero President. After a brief, but sanguinary con
test, President Pedraza waived his right to office and left the 
country in January, 1829, adytsing his partisans to submit to an 
unconstitutional President rather than again precipitate his 
distressed country in ci\il war. 

Guerrero, who was a mulatto and once a slave, succeeded 
Victoria a· President, April 1; 1829. 

Taking advantage of the distracted condition of Mexico, Spain 
sought to reestablh;h her sovereignty. In July, 1829, a Span
if'h army tmder General Barradas landed at Cabo Rojo, near 
Tampico. Without waiting for ordei·s, Santa Anna, who was 
governor and commander at Vera Cruz, marched against the 

for whose maladministration he would nominally not be respon: 
sible. On the death of Barragan, March 1, 1835, the authority 
of Santa Anna became absolute. He was nominally President, 
but in reality dictator of Mexico. In 1835 Francisco Garcia, 
Governor of Zacatecas, revolted against Santa Anna, but was · 
soon defeated, deprived of his office, and exiled to Texas. 

At that time Texas was a part of Mexico. The Texans who 
were largely American colonists refused to submit to the dic
tatorship and asserted their independence. Santa Anna 
marched to subdue the Texans. The heroic defense of the 
Alamo by 150 Texans against a two weeks' siege by 4,000 Mexi
cans, is h'Ilown to every American student. On March 6, 1836, 
the Alamo fell, but all of its gallant defenders, except about 
half a dozen, died fighting bravely. The survivors, except three 
women, were shot by order of Santa Anna. On April 21, 1836, 
at San Jacinto, 1,600 Mexicans under Santa An.na were de
cisively defeated by 783 Texans under the command of Gen. 
Samuel Houston. Santa Anna was captm·ed on the following 
day. When brought before General Houston he arrogantly 
said: 

Spaniards and defeated them in two engagements, and on Sep- You were born to no ordinary destiny; you conquered the Napoleon 
•tember 11, 1829, the invading army surrendered, was disarmed, o! the West. 
and sent to Habana. On September 15 of that year the total 

1abolition of slavery was decreed, though the law was not fully Santa Anna signed a treaty with the provisional Pre ident of 
'enforced for years. Texas, David G. Burnett, in which the independence of Texas 

During the Spanish invasion, when the life of the nation was recognized and the Mexican Army retired beyond the Rio 
1 was trembling in the balance, the Mexican Congress conferred Grande. 
on Guerrero dictatorial powers. After the defeat of the Span- After being held in custody for several months, Santa Anna 
ish invasion, Guerrero refused to give up this autocratic power. was sent to the United States, and in February, 1837, Presi

!This precipitated another revolution, led by Vice President dent Jackson returned him to Mexico on an American man-of-
A.nasta. io Bustamante, who commanded the army in Jalapa, war. Be was coldly received, and conscious of his lo s of 
and who proclaimed the restoration of the constitution. popularity he retired to his estate to await another turn of 
Guerrero was deserted by his army and deposed, and Busta- the wheel of fortune. 
mante elected President in his stead on January 11, 1830. The treaty made by Santa Anna with the Texans was repudi-

Guerrero :fled to southern Mexico, where he mad~ a war on ated by the Mexican Congress and disavowed by Santa Anna 
his successor until January, 1831, when he was inveigled on himself on his return to Mexico. Nevertheless Mexico did 
board an Italian ship and deliYered to his enemies. Condemned not thereafter make any vigorous efforts to recover the lost 
by a court-martial, he was shot in February, 1831. Province of Texas. 

Like Guerrero, Bustamante was not content to merely exer- The absence and captivity of Santa Anna unsettled conditions 
else his constitutional rights. In 1832 his assumption of die- in Mexico. Bustamante was recalled from exile in 1836 and 
tatorial powers precipitated another revolution led by Santa afterwards elected President of the Republic, beginning his 
Anna, who defeated the forces of Bustamante at Casas Blancas administration April 19, 1837. Soon thereafter General Urrea, 
on November 12, 1832. Bustamante was overthrown and ban- of Tampico, revolted, and while Bustamante was engaged in 
ished to Europe in 1833. The exiled Pedraza (who had been suppressing this rebellion Santa Anna became President ad 
elected Pretiident in 1828, but denied the office) was recalled interim. In 1838 Generals Urrea and Mejia headed another 
to serve the remaining illl'ee months of Bustamante's term, upnsmg. President Bustamante, having confidence in . the 
which expired April 1, 1833, on which date Gen. Antonio Lopez military ability of Santa Anna, placed him at the head of the 
de Santa Anna became President and Valentin Gomez Farias army that marched against the insurgents. The rebels were 
Vice President. Within two weeks after Santa Anna began his quickly defeated and General Mejia shot. 
administrati-on an insurrection broke out within a few miles of In November, 1838, a Fr~nch :fleet blockaded the harbor of 
the capital, the in ·urgents proclaiming their intention· to make Vera Cruz and French troops were landed in that city. This 
Santa Anna dictator. It was charged that the movement was expedition had for its object the collection -from Mexico of cer
inspired by Santa .Anna, but realizing that the times were not tain demands alleged to be due French subjects on account of 
propitious he gathered a large force and suppressed the up- losses sustained by them during the domestic convulsions 
rising. through which Mexico had been passing. Santa Anna offered 

Santa Anna left the executive power in the hands of Vice- I his services to the Government and was appointed commander 
President Farias and retired to his estate. Coekfighting, gam- in chief. By a spirited attack Santa Anna forced the French to 
bling, h~rse raciQg, intriguing, incubating rebellions, fostering reimbark. In this attack a French cannon ball took off one of 
revolutions, and plotting for imperial power were his chief oe- Santa Anna's legs. By suppressing the Mejia rebellion and 
cupations. Be was dreaming of empire and impatiently awaited driving the French out of Vera Cruz, Santa Anna regained his 
the time when he could proclaim himself master of Mexico in popularity. 
defiance of her constitutional form of government. Vice Presi- In 1839, when President Bustamante left the capital tv sub
dent Farias insisted on maintaining the constitution, which put due an uprising in Tamaulipas, Congress appointed Santa Auua 
him into almost constant collision with the resourceful Santa his substitute. While yet suffering from the loss of his limb, be 
Anna, who was tirelessly plotting to establish himself as the took charge of the executive office on February 17, 1839, and 
autocrat of all Mexico. Some small insurrections against the administered affairs until July 11 of that year, when he retired 
Government were suppressed by Santa Anna. Be was a favor- to his estate, but continued to plot against the administration. 
ite with the army, but unpopular with the people, who dis- A new uprising, led by Genera] Farias and General Urrea, broke 
trusted him. out in the City of Mexico in July, 1840. A sanguinnry contest 

Early in 1834 Santa Anna gathered around him the army and for 12 days was without decisive results, and by agreement be
military chiefs and began a war against Farias, who was no tween the opposing factions universal amnesty was declared. 
mean antagonist. However, the revolutionary forces under On August 8, 1841, General ParedQS headed a new revolt an<l 
Santa Anna prevailed, and early in January, 1835, Farias was issued a final manifesto against Bustamante. This was fol
overthrown and exiled. Santa Anna dissolved Congress that lowed on September 9 by another uprising in Mexico City, led 
was hostile to his ambitions, and supported by the army and by General Valencia, and by a third in Vera Cruz, fostered by 
Centralist Party, in disregard of the constitution, he assumed Santa Anna. Bustamante was overthrown in September, 1, 
dictatorial powers. A new Congress was convened and the by Santa Anna, Bravo, Valencia, and Paredes. Santa Anna 
Federal constitution of 1824 was abrogated. The Mexican became provisional President October 10, 1841, fi·om which date 
States were abolished, or rather converted into departments until December 6, 1844, he exercised a dictatorship, either as 
under the absolute charge of military commanders appointed by provisional or constitutional President, acting sometimes per-
the central government, which was republican in name only. sonally and sometimes through his sub titutes. In 1842-4~ the . 

In harmony with bis crafty purposes, Santa Anna, while s\1preme power was held for a few months by Gen~ral Bntvo, 
still retaining the office of President, caused Gen. Miguel Bar- who acted as a substitute for Santa .Anna during the absence 
ragan to be made provisional President. Santa .Anna prefeiTed of the latter. 
for a time to leave the nominal administration of executive In October, 1844, Santa Anna retired to his estate on private 
affairs to an official whose actions he coul~ easily contl:_o), but J>us:4!ess. The MexiCR!! Cop.g~ appo~ted .Minister of War -
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Canalizo provisional President during the absence of Santa 
Anna. In November, 1844, General Paredes, with his army at 
Guadalajara, pronounced against. Santa Anna. The national 
Congress, which was favorable to Paredes, was dissolved by 
Canalizo, the acting President, and was shut up in prison, 
soon to be released by the insurgents, who deposed and impris
oned Canalizo. As an evidence of the unpopularity of Santa 
Anna, his amputated leg, which he had lost in fighting the 
French at Vera Cruz and which had been buried with military 
honors, was dug up, carried through the streets of Mexico, and 
kicked about with every mark of hatred and contempt. Santa 
Anna was impeached, deposed, his portrait burned by the mob, 
and his statue demolished. In .January, 1845, he was captured 
and imprisoned until the following May, when he was deported 
to Habana. 

On the overthrow of Santa Anna and Canalizo, December 6, 
1844, G(m . .Jose .Joaquin de Herrera was appointed provisional 
President. In August of that year he was elected President, 
entering upon his duties September 16 following. During his 
administration the war with the United States broke out. Con
scious of the inability of Mexico to win this struggle, Herrera 
expressed a desire to obtain a peaceable settlement of the dis
pute between the two nations. This policy made him unpopu
lar, and an abortive revolution followed in .June, 1845. Later 
Paredes, who was in command of the Mexican Army at San 
Luis Potosi, took advantage of the attitude of Herrera to arouse 
the patriotism of his countrymen, and on December 14 pro
nounced against the administration of Herrera. The army 
under Paredes declared in favor of the revolution, entered the 
capital, joined the forces of General Valencia, and on December 
30, 1845, drove Herrera from power, and Paredes was elevated 
to the Presidency on .January 2, 1846. In May, 1846, General 
Yanez began a revolt against President Paredes at Guadalajara. 
From .July 29 to August 4, General Bravo was temporary 
President. On August 4, 1846, General Moriano Salas headed a 
revolt in favor of Santa Anna while President Paredes was 
absent from the capital attempting to suppress fl.D uprising in 
the State of .Jalisco. 

Salas acted as provisional President until December, 1846, 
when Santa Anna was elected. As Santa Anna was at the 
head of the Mexican Army, attempting to resist the invasion of 
the United States troops, Salas turned over the Government 
to Vice President Gomez Farias on December 24, 1846. In 
February, 1847, a revolt in opposition to the anticlergy faction 
was inaugurated in the City of Me}..'ico, led by General Salas and 
Manuel Pena y Pena. ~or some time daily battles took place 
in the streets of the capital, resulting in the overthrow of 
Farias and Pena became provisional President. After Santa 
Anna was defeated on February 23, 1847, by the American 
Army at Buena Vista, hearing that Vice President Farias had 
been overthrown, Santa Anna hastened to the City of Mexico, 
displaced Pena, and assumed the Pr~ency, March 21. During 
the absence of Santa Anna from the capital, Pedro Maria 
Anaya was President, ad interim, from April 2 to May 20. 

On occupation of the City of Mexico by the American Army, 
on September 14, 1847, Santa Anna resigned the Presidency 
and retired from the capital. After a few unsuccessful efforts 
to retrieve his lost fortunes he. went into exile in .Jamaica. 

After the resignation of Santa Anna, Manuel Pena y Pena, 
who was president~f the supreme court of justice, automati
cally became President and entered upon his duties ~eptember 
26, 1847, at Queretaro, the temporary seat of government, and 
held office until November 12, on which date Congress elected 
Pedro Maria Anaya provisional President, who served until 
.January 8, 1848, but as Congress had failed to elect a consti
tutional President, on that date Pena again took charge of 
the executive and continued to act as President until June 
3 following, when he was succeeded by General Herrera. 

On February 2, 1848, the United States and · Mexico con
cluded the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo which ended the war. 
By this treaty Mexico gave up its claims to Texas and ceded 
practically all the territory now included in New Mexico, Ari
zona, Nevada, Utah, upper California, and a part of Colorado, 
to the United States, aggregating about 850,000 square miles, 
an area about seventeen times as large as New York State. 
Five thousand miles of seacoast were added to our possessions, 
and the agricultural and mineral resources of this vast domain 
defy computation. . 

On May 30, 1848, Congress reelected Herrera President, and 
in .June, after the evacuation of the capital by the United 
States Army, he resumed charge of the Government. Imme
diately thereafter Cenobio .Jarauta began a revolution in the 
city of Aguas Calientes to overthrow the Republic and estab
lish a monarchy. The turbulent General Paredes joined in 
this movement. After the capture of Guanajuato by the rebels, 

Jarauta was taken by the Government forces under General 
Bustamante and shot. 

On January 8, 1851, Congress elected General Mariano Arista 
President, and on the 15th of that month Herrera turned over 
the Government to his successor. This was the first time in 
the history of Mexico in which a ~hange of government had 
taken place in a constitutional manner and without a revo
lution. 

Shortly after the elevation of Arista ·to the Presidency there 
was an uprising in the City of Mexico against his authority, 
and Carbajal began another revolt in northern Mexico. In -
July, 1852, a new revolution broke out at Guadalajara, led by 
Colonel Blancarte. This movement was at first local in its 
character, being directed against the Governor of the State of 
.Jalisco, but it ultimately resulted in a declaration in favor of 
the return of Santa Anna to power. General Uraga, who was 
sent by President Arista to suppress this .Jalisco revolt, de
serted Arista and joined forces with Blancarte. The combined 
armies overthrew Arista, compelled his resignation on January 
5, 1853, and his ultimate banishment from Mexico. From the 
fall of Arista the executive power was exercised by Ceballos, 
president of the supreme court, until February 8, when Gen. 
Manuel Maria Lombardini was· chosen provisional President 
by the revolutionary troops. Santa Anna was recalled from 
exile and elevated to the Presidency for the fifth time, assum
ing office on April 20, 1853. Adversity had not curbed the am
bitions of Santa Anna. •Soon after his return to power he was 
accused of a design to assume imperial power. On December 
21, 1853, in pursuance of his ambitious plans, a sen·ile Con
gress appointed him President for life, bestowed upon him the 
title of "Most Serene Highness," and the power of nominating 
his successor. 

The iron rule of Santa Anna provoked the violent opposition 
of the Liberal Party, ending in numerous uprisings, the prin
cipal one being that led by Gen. Juan Alvarez, governor of 
the State of Guerrero, who is h."Down in history as "the Panther 
of the Pacific." These insunections, incubated locally in 1853, 
assumed national proportions in March of the following year, -
when General Alvarez promulgated what is known as the "plan 
of Ayutla," which pronounced against Santa Anna and for the 
restoration of constitutional government. In the Battle of 
Santa Saltillo, July 22, 1855, Santa Anna was decisively de
feated by the forces of Alvarez and Santos Degollado, who with 
Epitacio Huerta and Pueblita had raised a revolt in the State 
of Michoacan. On August 9 following Santa Anna abandoned 
the capital. A week later he sailed for Habana, and afterwards 
retired to his estate at Turbaco, New Granada. 

Confusion and disorders in the capital followed the flight of 
Santa Anna. The revolutionary junta immediately designated 
Gen. Romulo Diaz de la Vega as Acting President, who adopted 
energetic measures to maintain order. On August 15 a repre
sentative assembly named Gen. Martin Carrera as Acting 
President, who resigned on September 11 following, and was 
succeeded by Vega, who for a second time within 30 days was 
chosen President of the Republic. In September Alvarez be
came provisional President. The Mexican Congress convoked 
at Cuernavaca on October 4, 1855, invested him with the Presi
dency. On November 15 he made his entrance into the capital, 
escorted by a bodyguard of Indians, Alvarez being of Indian 
blood. His abolition of the privileges of the clergy and the 
army generated intense hostility, and on December 11 Alvarez 
resigned, substituting his minister, Ignacio Comonfort, as pro
visional President. 

When Alvarez resigned the Presidency and retired to southern 
Mexico he carried with him a liberal supply of arms and 
munitions from the national arsenals and $200,000 from the 
public treasury to console him in his retirement. 

The a'rmy, clergy, and conservatives united against Comon
fort, and after considerable fighting in the streets of the capital 
the revolt was subdued. On December 19 the junta of Zaca
poastla declared against him. On March 20, 1856, Comonfort 
defeated the conservatives at Puebla and forced them to 
surrender. 

In October a rebeilion broke out in Puebla led by Col. Miguel 
Miradon; another at San Luis Potosi, and a third in Queretaro 
under the leadership of Gen. Tomas Mejia. All were soon 
suppressed by the resourceful Comonfort. The decrees con. 
fiscating church property and forbidding the clergy to hold 
landed estate produced several uprisings which were subdued, 
but the condition of the nation was far from tranquil. On 
March 11, 1857, Congress promulgated a new constitution, vest
ing in itself all control over religious and military affairs. In 
1857 Comonfort was elected constitutional President by a 
large majority, but his position was precarious because of the . 
opposition of the clergy and army. On December 17, 1857. 
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shortly after his reinauguration, following an uprising by the 
:!burch party, Comonfort dissolved congress, declared himself 
dictator, and set aside the constitution he had recently promul
gated and sworn to support. He imprisoned Benito Juarez, 
president of the supreme court of justice and a supporter of 
the new constitution. He was abandoned by his own party, 
and on January 11, 1858, Zuloaga's brigade, the last to remain 
fai thful, declared against Comonfort. After a sanguinary 
struggle lasting 10 days- the rebels gained possession of the 
capital. Zuloaga deposed Comonfort and declared himself 
Pre.·ident, in utter disregard of the constitutional rights of Benito 
Juarez, who, as president of the supreme court, was the legiti
mate successor of Comonfort. Juarez, the de jure President, 
who was forced to leave the capital, retired to Guanajuato, 
where he issued a manifesto on January 19, 1858, assuming 
the office of President and organized a government to oppose 
the reactionary forces, which government was recognized by 
many of the States. Comonfort, unable to weather the storm, 
in February, 1858, :tied to the United States and then to France. 

Beset by the conservative forces Juarez for a time main
tained "a government on wheels," moving first to Guadalajara, 
then to Colima, and, finally, by way of Panama and New Or
leans, to Vera Cruz, where he arrived on May 4, 1858, installed 
his government and as the leader of the Liberal forces con
tinued to make war on the de facto government, asserting his 
right to the Presidency. 

Zuloaga gathered around him the reat!tionary chiefs and op
posed aggressively the "war of reform" waged by Juarez and 
the Liberal Party. This was one of the bloodiest of the many 
:Mexican revolutions. After the "plan de Navidad" was pro
mulgated by Gen. Manuel Robles Pezuela and General Echea
garay, the army renounced Zuloaga and on December 23, 1858, 
he was deposed, taking refuge in the British Legation. General 
Robles Pezuela became President; but, not receiving the sup
port of the other revolutionf!ry chiefs, ~e resigned after serving 
less than one month. 

Early in January, 1859, the" Junta de Notables" named Gen. 
1\Iig"1lel 1\Iiramon as provisional President, but when he entered 
the capital on January 21 be declared the deposition of Zuloaga 
illegal and reinstated him. On February 2 following Zuloaga 
resigned, appointed Miramon as his substitute, and installed 
him in office. Miramon compelled Zuloaga to accompany him 
on his military expeditions, nominally as chief of engineers but 
in reality as a prisoner. In July, 1860, on the march to Jalisco, 
Zuloaga escaped, immediately issued a manifesto revoking his 
resignation of February 2, 1859, and declared himself consti
tutional President. Whereupon Miramon returned in haste to 
the capital, resigned as substitute President, and caused him
self to be appointed provisional President by the junta. 

But the Liberal government maintained at Vera Cruz by 
Juarez was gaining ground rapidly, and on December 22, 1860, 
Miramon was decisively defeated at Calpulalpam. Returning 
to the capital, Miramon and Zuloaga, with whom he had made 
peace, divided the government funds between them, Miramon 
:fleeing to France and Zuloaga going to the mountains to recruit 
a new army. 

General Juarez, at the head of the Liberal armies, entered 
the Mexican capital January 11, 1861. In March of that year 
be was elected constitutional President, defeating Sebastian 
Miguel Laredo de Tejada. Juarez, a full-blood Indian of the 
Zapoteca Tribe, was the most remarkable man that Mexico 
ever produced. In April, 1859, the . United States recognized 
the Juarez government while it was being maintained at Vera 
Cruz and struggling for supremacy. 

In the latter part of 1861 the clerical and reactionary parties 
incubated insurrections which produced unsettled conditions 
throughout the nation. 

In July, 1861, Congress enacted a law suspending for two 
years the payment of debts due citizens of foreign nations. 
England, France, and Spain united to enforce payment of ob
ligations due their subjects, and on December 8 of that year 
the allied fleet of these nations invested and took possession 
of Vera Cruz, the most important seaport in Mexico. By adroit 
diplomatic maneuvers and promises of settlement, ·Juarez and 
his plenipotentiary, Manuel Doblado, managed to satisfy Eng
land and Spain, and the forces of these two nations withdrew. 
But FPa.Dce, under the pretext of protecting her subjects who 
were residents of Mexico, declared war on Juarez on April 16, 
1862. After the capture of Puebla the republican government 
dissolved Congress and evacuated the capital on May 31, and 
on June 10 .Juarez established his government in San Luis P-otosi. 
The invading French forces inflicted numerous defeats, and 
Juarez With his army and government, moved from place to 
place, until finally in August, 1865, with only 22 followers left, 
he established his headquarters on the United States frontier. 
In 1864 Maxiplilian :wa~ crowned En,lpero~ of M~c~ bu! 

Juarez never gave up the struggle to overturn the Empire and 
reestablish the Republic. 

Juarez's term of office expired November 30, 1865. Gen. 
Gonzalez Ortega, as nominal president ·of the supreme court, 
claimed the executive power; but .Juarez, actuated by a pa
triotic impulse, arbitrarily eXtended his term of office until a 
constitutional election could be held. He continued to resist 
the imperial army and the wheel of fortune soon turned in his 
favor. He and his generals inflicted a succession of defeats 
on the imperial forces. Maximilian, besieged in Queretaro, was 
captured on May 15, 1867, by the Mexican Army under Gen
eral Escobedo. On June 19 following, 1\lax.imilian and two of 
his generals, Miramon and Mejia, were shot. After the fall 
of Maximilian and the capture of the City of Mexico, Juarez 
entered the capital on July 5, 1867. Soon thereafter Santa 
Anna headed an abortive movement to regain power. He was 
arrested, imprisoned in San Juan de Ulua, and sentenced by a 
court-martial to death, but was pardoned by Juarez on condi
tion that he leave Mexico forever. On December 25 of that 
year, Juarez was elected constitutional President over Por:firio 
Diaz. Following his election Diaz, Garcia de la Negrete, Santa 
Anna, and others stirred up insurrections, but they accom
plished nothing except to keep the nation in a state of unre t. 

Unmindful of the conditions under which he had been par
doned, Santa Anna, while living in New York, in 1870 fostered 
another uprising in Jalapa of which his son was the nominal 
leader. This movement accomplished nothing. Juarez was re
elected President in 1871, defeating Sebastian Lerdo de Tnjada 
and Porfirio Diaz. As neither candidate secured a majority in 
the election, under the constitution the matter was referred to 
the national Congress, which elected Juarez, who was installed 
October 11, 1871. Numerous revolutionary attempts followed 
the declaration of this election. After General Rocha had. put 
down one of the uprisings in the capital, 250 insurgents were 
shot after thei~ capture. Diaz proclaimed the "plan de Noria "; 
Trevino revolted in Monterey, Garcia · de la Cadena in Aguas 
Calientes, Donato Guerra in Zacatecas, and Martinez in Coa
huila. Confronted on every hand by able and resourceful ene
mies, Juarez displayed remarkable energy and military ability 
in combating these insurrections until death ended hi career 
on July 18, 1872. Apoplexy was assigned the immediate cause 
of his death, but many of his contemporaries entertained the 
suspicion that he had been poisoned. · 

On the death of Juarez, Sebastian Lerclo de Tajad.a, presi
dent of the supreme court of justice, became President by virtue 
of his office and the constitution. With the promulgation by 
Tajada of the decree of amnesty, the insurrections subsided, 
and in a few months tranquillity was restored. Taking ad
vantage of this decree of amnesty, Santa Anna returned to 
Mexico and in a few years died in obscurity. 

In the autumn of 1872, Tajada, by a practically unanimous 
vote, was elected President, and on December 16 following he 
entered upon his regular term. In January, 1873, Gen. Porfirio 
Diaz fostered another , uprising in the northern and central 
Mexican States. Soon General Herrera and a host of other 
ambitious warriors pronounced against Tajada and for the revo
lution. For a time the insurgents were successful, but soon 
they met with decisive reverses which for a time put an end 
to the anti-Tajada opposition. 

In the election in 1876, five candidates contested for the 
presidency; President Tejada, Chief Justice Jose Maria Iglesias, 
General Mejia, General Diaz, and Gomez Palacio. The retul'ns 
showed the election of Tejada by a very large majority. The 
defeated candidates and their partisans declared the election 
illegal on account of unlawfulness, fraud, and coercion, but the 
supreme court held it valid. · Two of the defeated candidates, 
Iglesias and Diaz, resorted to arms to overthrow Tejada. 
Iglesias declared himself provisional President and establi~hed 
headquarters at Leon in the State of Guanajuato. Diaz de
feated the army of Tejada in the battle of Tecoac, on Novem
ber 16, 1876. Five days later Tejada :tied to the United States, 
and Diaz entered the capital in triumph, amid the greatest 
demonstrations. On November 30 he proclaimed himself pro
visional President. Unable to reconcile Iglesias, Diaz defeated 
him in battle and Iglesias :tied to the United States. 

On one occasion Mexico bad four presidents, all claiming the 
office at the same . time--Tejad.a, Iglesias, Dia.z, and Mendez; 
the latter being intrusted with the executive power during the 
temporary absenee of Diaz on one of his military expeditions. 
In February, 1877, Diaz was elected President, and on l\fay 
5 took the oath of office for a term expiring November 30, 
1880. In 1878-79, rival leaders promoted revolts, but all were 
suppressed by Diaz with but little difficulty. 

In the election held in July, 1880, General l\fannel Gonzalez 
was elected President. Revolutionru7 outbreaks followed, but 
they wer~ ea_sily ~uppressed, and the national Congress con-
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firmed the election of Gonzalez who was inaugurated December 
1. He was the first President who peacefully succeeded to 
the Presidency since the adoption of the constitution of 1857. 
All of his predecessors since that date, except Diaz, were vio
lently deposed. 

In 1884, Diaz was reelected President and inaugurated De
cember 1 of that year. By successive elections he occupied the 
Presidency until May 25, 1911, ·when he was forced to resign 
as a result of the success of the Madero revolution, which had 
been in progress about two years. During his long lease of 
power, Diaz ruled with an iron hand, suppressed many upris
ings and by swift and ruthless exercise of autocratic power, 
brought about a state of tranquillity, which continued until a 
short time before his overthrow. 

On the abdication of Diaz, Francisco I. Madero, jr., was 
declared provisional President and was afterwards elected and 
inaugurated constitutional President November 6,1911. He was 
a patriot, but lacked executive ability and was unable to cope 
with the discordant elements that dominated the nation. He 
struggled hard to bring order out of chaos, but the reactionary 
forces gradually undermined his power and brought about his 
downfall and death. 

Following the collapse of the Diaz government, relations be
tween the United States and Mexico became exceedingly acute 
because of conditions incident to the Maderista revolution, not 
only in Mexico but along the international boundary between 
the two Republics. Numerous acts of lawlessness by Mexicans 
toward American citizens and their property interests were a 
source of much concern to the United States, and while Presi
dent Taft mobilized the American troops on the frontier, he 
declined to intervene, although military intervention was vigor
ously urged by a strong public sentiment resulting from propa
ganda industriously circulated by those holding oil, lang, and 
mineral concessions. 

After numerous outbreaks against Madero's government had 
been suppressed, on October 16, 1912, Gen. Felix Diaz-a nephew 
of Porfirio Diaz-raised the standard of revolt and took posses
sion of Vera Cruz. He was defeated and captured a week later. 
On October 27 he was condemned to death by a court martial, 
but by direction of Madero the sentence was not enforced. 
Diaz, unappreciative of the leniency shown by Madero, on 
February 9, 1913, brought about another revolution. For sev
ex;al days a pitched battle was fought in the streets of Mexico 
City between the Madero troops under the command of Gen. 
Victoriano Huerta and the insurgents led by Felix Diaz and 
Gen. Bernardo Reyes, in which struggle the latter was slain. 
On February 18, in furtherance of a conspiracy between Huerta 
and the insurgents, Huerta deserted and imprisoned President 
Madero and Vice President Jose Maria Pino Suarez, who::Je 
resignations he compelled. 

Huerta was proclaimed provisional President. Five days 
later Madero and Suarez were assassinated, doubtless by the 
order of Huerta. Huerta abrogated the constitution and re
publican form of government, ignored all restraining laws, and 
established a military dictatorship, followed by a reign of 
terror. · Numerous revolts against his authority sprang up in 
various parts of the country, the most formidable of which were 
the ones in northern Mexico led by Francisco Villa, a resource
ful bandit of no mean military ability, and Yenustiano Carranza, 
governor of the State of Coahuila. Both had followed the 
fortunes of Madero and aided materially in the overthrow of 
Diaz. They had the cooperation of Zapata, a bandit, who con
trolled large forces iri districts south of the capital, and who 
has been in a chronic state of rebellion for years. 

President Wilson adopted the policy of refusing to recognize 
a government that had been established by usurpation, force, 
and violence. He refused to recognize the Huerta provisional 
government, unsuccessfully urged an immediate free and fair 
election in Mexico which would reflect the choice of the Mex
ican people for President, and warned Americans of their 
danger of remaining · in Mexico during these protracted periods 
of disorder. He demanded of both the de facto government 
of Huerta and the insurrectionists that they respect the lives 
and property of Americans. 

After a series of irritations and insults the Washington Gov
ernment sought reparation by naval and military forces, which 
occupied Vera Cruz. This was a punitive expedition to bring 
the Mexican people to a realization that they could ·not con
tinue with impunity to ruthlessly destroy American lives and 
property. But President Wilson was unwilling to precipitate 
war between the United States and the distracted and impotent 
Mexican Republic, and when the A, B, C powers of South 
American (Argentina, Brazil, and Chile) tendered their friendly 
offices to compose the differences between the United States 
and l\Iexico, President Wilson promptly accepted the proposal. 
The willingness of the United ~tates to submit its <!!!Use to 

the arbitrament of three Latin-American nations had a whole
some effect throughout Latin America and immensely increased 
the prestige and influence of the United States not only in 
the Western Hemisphere but among all nations. 
· The A, B, C powers in conference at Washington considered 
plans for the settlement of the internal and external differences 
in Mexico and issued an appeal to the rival Mexican factions 
to compose their differences, which was not heeded by either 
of the Mexican warring groups. 

The activities of Villa, Carranza, and Zapata culminated in 
the overthrow of Huerta on July 15, 1914. 

After the fall of Huerta, Villa and Carranza, each greedy for 
supreme power, began to war against each other, and as a result 
the country was distracted by these warring factions. Follow
ing the flight of Huerta, Genm·al Carbajal exercised dictatorial 
power in the city of Mexico from July 15 to August 15, 1914. 
Then General Carranza took up the task,. but soon removed his 
headquarters to Vera Cruz, where he felt more at ease. Then 
came General Blanco, Zapata, and Villa, in the order named, 
to administer the affairs of the sedition-rent capital. Gutierrez 
and others were designated by revolutionary chiefs to serve as 
provisional President, but they were figureheads and exercised 
no actual authority. In time the Villa forces were scattered by 
successive decisive defeats administered by the constitutional 
forces under the command of General Carranza. 

The strained relations between the United States and l\Iexico 
were further accentuated in 1\Iarch, 1916, by an attack of 
Villistas on the American town of Columbus, N. Mex. In re- ' 
taliation the United States sent a punitive American force under 
General Pershing into Mexico in . pursuit of Villa, who, at the. · 
head of a mobile force, fled over deserts and mountains, with 
every part of which he was familiar, thus easily evading cap
ture by or contact with General Pershing and his forces. A , 
new raid into Texas was made by Mexican bandits. Before our 
punitive force was recalled an encounter with Mexican troops 
resulted in casualties on both sides and the capture of 17 · 
Americans, who were subsequently released. 

I believe we had a treaty with Mexico which provided that 
in the event bandits or armed forces from Mexico crossed the 
international boundary line and committed depredations in the . 
territory of the United States, then our military forces were 
authorized to follow these lawless bands into 1\Iexico in an 
effort to capture and bring them to justice. So the Pershing 
expedition into Mexico was not only justified as a punitive or ! 
retaliatory measure, but was authorized by a treaty between ' 
l\Iexico and the United States. However, Carranza protested . 
the invasion of Mexican territory by General Pershing, de- . 
manded the withdrawal of the United States troops, and called 
150,000 Mexican militia to the border. 

The relations between the United States and Mexico were 
improved when an agreement was reached between the two 
Republics for the appointment of a joint commission of six 
members, which, it was hoped, might reach an agreement ac
ceptable to both Republics. This commission failed to agree 
upon an acceptable plan of action. The United States had been 
gradually withdrawing our troops from Mexico, and in 1917, 
in the hope of reestablishing cordial relations, the Washington 
Government sent an ambassador to Mexico, accredited to the 
Carranza government. In that year Mexico adopted a new 
constitution, and it was fondly hoped that the pacification of 
Mexico might be achieved in a few months or years. 

Unfortunately the administration of President Carranza did 
not materially improve the troublous conditions in Mexico. Re
volt followed revolt, until May 8, 1920, when he was driven 
from the Mexican capital, and two weeks later was killed, it is 
generally believed, by his own troops. 

On May 21, 1920, the Mexican Congress was convened for the 
election of a provisional President, and Adolfo de la Huerta 
was designated to fill the unexpired term of Carranza, which 
automatically ended November 30, 1920. By a diplomatic and 
magnanimous policy the warring leaders were for the time 
being reconciled and the long-existing internal troubles ma
terially composed. The outstanding policy of provisional Presi
dent Huerta was to break up the large-landed estates as a 
means of solving the agrarian trouble which has always been an 
acute probrem in the internal affairs of Mexico. 

Gen. Alvaro Obregon was elected President and assumed office 
December 1, 1~20. President Obregon industriously labored to 
restore normal conditions throughout the country, as rapidly as 
possible liquidate the public debt, regulate oil legislation, and 
guarantee alien property owners a square deaL Aggressively 
opposing the extreme red element, he expelled many foreigners 
who were engaged in Bolshevik propaganda in Mexico. He con
strued the Mexican constitution as not being retroactive in so 
far as it relates to the property interests of foreigners. The 
United States offered to !ecognize the Obregon administration 

/ 



2972 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE ;FEBRUARY 4 

on condition that he would, in advance of such recognition, 
make certain guaranties in relation to American property in
terests in Mexico. This Obregon refused to do, insisting that it 
was beneath the dignity of a sovereign nation to submit supinely 
to humiliating conditions imposed by another nation as the 
price of recognition. 

The constitution of Queretaro, adopted in 1917, declared the 
nationalization of petroleum. In 1922 the Mexican Government 
became involved in an acute controversy with the oil companies, 
many of which were of foreign ownership. The Mexican Gov
ernment asserted that the provisions of the new constitution 
were not retroactive, while the oil companies insisted that in 
practical application constitutional provisions were retroactive 
and confiscatory. The contention of the Mexican Government 
was sustained by the Mexican Supreme Cout"t. The oil com
panies refused to abide by the decision of the Mexican Supreme 
Court and the United States Government championed the cause 
of the oil companies and continued its refusal to recogniz_e the 
Obregon government. A suspension of diplomatic relations 
between the United States and Mexico continued throughout the 
Harding administration. 

· On April 23, 1923, Secretary Hughes announced the appoint
ment of two Americans and two Mexicans to meet at Mexico 
City with a view of reaching an agreement in reference to 
damages claimed by American citizens and in relation to the 
holding of oil and agricultural lands, the two American mem
bers of this commission being John Barton Payne and C. B. 
Warren. To this commission was committed the delicate task 
of harmonizing adequate guarantees of American rights with 
Mexican laws and sovereignty. On August 15, 1923, the com
mission signed a compact and on August 21 of that year the 
United States recognized the Obregon government. 

On September 8 following, a general claims convention be
tween Mexico and the United States was signed at Washington. 
In the latter part of 1923 the United States Government sold 
large quantities of surplus war equipment and material to 
Mexico. 

Numerous revolts, most of them local, characterized the ad
ministration of President Obregon. These he quickly and vigor
ously suppressed and established throughout that Republic a 
degree of tranquillity similar to that which chartJ,cterized the 
regime of Porfuio Diaz. 

In the national election July 6, 1924, Gen. Plutarco Elias 
Calles was elected President by an overwhelming majority. He 
announced that he would endeavor to restore friendly relations 
with the United States Government and people. He professed 
his admiration for our people and institutions and stated that 
his chief aim would be to obtain for Mexicans economical and 
social conditions such as the people of the United States en
joyed. With respect to immigration to Mexico be said: "Any
one can enter Mexico for business or to work, provided he in
tends to act honestly and conform to the laws of the country." 
In October, 1924, he visited Washington and was received with 
enthusiasm as a national guest. He was inaugurated President 
December 1, 1924. 

The economic policy of President Calles seems to be directed 
toward an equitable distribution of the national resources 
among all, and not a few, of the Mexican people, and the enact
ment of legislation that will restore to the public and to the 
ownership of the people vast regions of the public domain, 
the title to much of which had been acquired without the pay
ment of any consideration, and sometimes by bribery, fraud, 
ana corruption. . 

On March 20, 1925, President Calles, in discussing his future 
policies as President, said : 

"We are trying to make the peasants economically inde
pendent, so that these poor men who have been in the condition 
of slaves until now may become free and enjoy a little more of 
the happiness which rightfully belongs to them." 

Already under his administration approximately 5,000,000 
acres of land have been distributed to 500,000 persons in pur
suance of his agrarian policy. 

I believe both his friends and enemies will admit that his 
administration of the financial affairs of Mexico has been 
economic and prudent, but his attitude toward religiqus organi
zations has involved him in controversy that bas produced 
nation-wide discord and which seriously threatens his admin
istration. 

Moreover, the Mexican- Government, under the direction of 
President Calles, is involved in an embarrassing controversy 
with the United States, growing out of the application of the 
Mexican constitution to oil rights and land titles of American 
and other foreign capitalists. It is not my purpose at this 
time to discuss the history or merits of these controversies. 

Between 1821 and 1868 Mexico bad a tumultuous history; 
scores of rebellions ; the form of government was changed no 
less than ten times; two emperors, many Presidents and leaders 
of insurrections were shot; over 50 persons succeeded each other 
as President or dictator ; and more than 300 pronunciamentos 
were issued against those exercising or claiming to exercise 
executive power. 

These were not rose-water revolutions, but occasions of great 
tumult, disorder, and bloody butcheries. These revolts were not 
made or suddenly incubated, but they were the logical sequence 
of long continued and intolerable conditions. They came out of 
the grave abuses, economic wrongs, and social injustices of the 
past. - Like all similar movements, if we would find their cause, 
we must not only consider contemporaneous conditions, but we 
must look back generations, sometimes centuties. In all ages, 
men in their struggle for freedom, for social justice, for equality 
of opportunity, and for greater participation in governmental 
affairs, have always been actuated by the same impulses, in
spired by the same ideals, and dominated by the same passions. 

Embezzlement of power, administrative abuses, corruption in 
high places, and social and economic injustice, if long continued, 
are inevitably followed by " the iron harrow of revolution which 
crushes men like the clods of the field, but in the bloodstained 
furrows germinates a new generation." If revolutions are the 
"larva of civilization " then, in view of the almost constant 
revolutionary conditions that have prevailed in Mexico during 
the last century, it would seem that that Republic is incubating 
an exceedingly unique type of civilization. 

While many of these revolutions were led by honest, well
meaning, and patriotic men, whose consuming passions were to 
correct intolerable abuses and ameliorate the condition of the 
people, still on other occasions evil men, actuated by greed and 
unholy• ambition, grasped power and in the name of liberty 
struggled to establish a despotism. 

In this discussion I have not attempted to analyze the causes 
underlying the perpetual disorders that have so grievously 
afHicted Mexico since she became an independent nation after 
three centuries of Spanish misrule and despotism. I have only 
sought to record the outstanding events in the history of Mexico 
since Don Miguel Hidalgo, in 1810, raised the flag of revolt 
against Spanish rule, which movement, though unsuccessful, 
inspired subsequent activities that emancipated Mexico from 
the blight of Spanish exploitation and misrule. I have treated 
none of the historical incidents in detail. I have merely pre
sented in chronological order the outstanding events in the his
tory of the Mexican Republic, so that my colleagues, in studying 
the Mexican problem, may have before them my short story of 
" The Evolution of Mexico " and the struggle of that revolu
tion-rent Republic toward stable self-government. 

BILLS TO AMEND SECTION 83 OF THE JUDICIAL CODE, AS AM~DED 

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the RECoRD upon the bills H. R. 16471 and H. R. 
16347, to amend section 83 of the Judicial Code, as amended, 
which bills have reference to the new district court of Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no ·objection. 
1\fr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, the proposal for a new Federal 

court district is the result of a demand by all the people of the 
proposed district in Kentucky, regardless of politics or religion, 
a united effort to relieve a situation which is only under
stood by the people who live within the territory embraced in 
the proposed southern district and those living in close prox
imity to it. The territory included in the proposed district is 
wholly within what is known as the" mountains of Kentucky," 
covel'ing a vast territory whieh is rapidly developing its coal, 
oil, gas, mineral, and timber resources, accompanied by a rap
idly increasing population which in recent years has gone far 
beyond the imagination and prophecies of the pioneer capital
ist, who, within the last 20 years, has opened up one of the 
greatest fields of industry in the United States. 

Populous and prosperous towns and cities have sprung into 
existence within the last 20 years and schools and churches 
have been erected throughout this region, and the land of inac
tivity and desolation bas become one of civilization. activity, 
and progress until the hum of industry is beard on every hand 
and the Citizenship of that sectio~ is as refined, law-abiding, 
and patriotic as any place on the face of the earth. 

The eastern district of Kentucky was created 25 years ago, 
before this section began to develop, and at a time when prac
tically no business came from this section to the court then 
established. Oil and gas fields have since been developed, the 
coal fields explored and coal mines operated and coal marketed 
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to an extent not excelled by any other sectiop. in the United 
States; and it is certain that this section will continue to 
develop as time goes on, and new enterprises and markets will 
be opened in various ways in the near future; so that in order 
to give to this mountainous section of the State equal rights in 
the courts with the more favored section of Kentucky in the 
flatlands of the State it is necessary and of vital importance 
and is a pressing necessity that this district be created. . The 
average distance that the witnesses and litigants are compelled 
to travel to reach a l!""'ederal court as now located is more than 
100 miles. In more favored sections it is easier to travel 500 
miles than 100 in the mountains of Kentucky, owing to bad 
roads and slow trains. It is near 60 miles from the county 
seat to the farthest edge of some of the counties in this ter
ritory. 

The Big Sandy River with its branches, the Licking with 
its branches, the Kentucky with its branches, and the Cumber
land with its branches, all head and rise within this territory 
separated by mountain ranges that can only be crossed on foot 
or mule back and can not be used even by a wagon, much less 
an automobile. To get out of one of these streams and on to 
another, the citizen must go down the river on a slow train 
to the fo1·ks or junction and likewise up the other stream
thus it is a hardship, as well as expensive to the Government 
and the citizens of this section to attend Federal court, as it 
is now arranged. Only one court is located nearer than the 
foothills and no courts within this, the real mountain section, 
where towns of from 600 to 8,000 in population suddenly sprung 
up and now dot every stream. The needs of the mountains 
25 years ago are not to be compared with its needs to-day. 

WHY ARE COURTS ESTABLISHED 

Courts should be established to accommodate the citizens, 
including litigants, both civil and criminal, as well as the busi
ness needs of the country, so that the laws can be better en
forced with the least expense. Courts are not intended to 
accommodate · the judge and cohrt officials alone, who are well 
paid for their services; their wishes should be secondary to 
the rights of the great masses of people comprising the public. 
If we carry this thought in mind, the wishes of the great 
common people should prevail and this district should be 
created. 

Feueral judges, as a rule, are opposed to letting loose and 
want to hold onto the districts where they have served. I am 
reminded that the then presiding judge, when the whole State of 
Kentucky was a single district, opposed the creation of the east
ern district of Kentucky. The district over which that splendid 
old man, Judge Cochran, now in his seventies, now presides and 
is oppoEed, for sentimental reasons, to the creation of the pro
posed distl'ict, as was Judge Evans- to the creation of Judge 
Cochran's district; but in the creation of Judge Cochran's dis
trict the people's rights were rightfully recognized, and the 
district created, notwithstanding the objection of the presilling 
judge. 

DOES THE BUSINESS JUSTIFY CREATING THE DISTRICT 

If the Members of Congress could only attend the opening of 
one court at the mouth of Big Sandy, or at the com·t seat on the 
Kentucky or Cumberland section, they would be greatly amazed 
to see the actual conditions that exist, with court room, corri
dors, and hallways jammed to the last inch of space and usually 
three or more bailiffs working shifts to relay calls for witnesses 
to all parts of the building and outside. If that could be expe
rienced once by the :Members of Congress there would not be 
any hesitancy about the passage of this bill. The litigation 
materially increases when courts are brought close to the 
people, and naturally increases with the development of the 
various industries such as are now taking place in the moun
tains of Kentucky. 
FOPULATION OF THE PROPOSED DISTRICT AND BUSINESS AS CO~IPA.RED WITH 

OTHER STATES 

The following figures showing the population of Kentucky, the 
proposed southern Federal conrt dietrict, and the States com
pared were taken from the 1920 census and the Congressional 
Directory of January, 1927: 

The population of Kentucky was 2,416,630. 
The population of the proposed Federal court district was 

623,021. 
With these figures we have the following comparisons: 
The 'proposed southern Federal court district of Kentucky is 

more than eight times as large as Nevada with a population of 
77,407. 

It is three times as large as Wyoming wi,th a population of 
194,402. 

It is two times as large as Delaware with 223,003 population. 
It contains more people than either of the following States: 

Arizona, 333,903 population; Idaho, 431,866 population; New 
l\fexico, 360,350 population; l\fontana, 548,889 population; Rhode 
Island, 604,397 population; New Hampshire, 443,083 population; 
Utah, 604,397 population; and Yermont, 352,528 population. 

It is almost as large as Maine with a population of 768,014 
and Oregon with a population of 783,389. 

It is two-thirds as large as Florida with a population of 
9G8,570, and Florida has two Federal court districts. 

The eastern Federal cotut district of Kentucky has more civil 
and criminal cases on its docket and pays more fines to the 
Government than 37 States, and many of these States have two 
Federal court districts. 

For the past several years more business has been transacted 
in the eastern district of Kentucky, criminal alHl civil, than in 
any other district in the United States having but one judge, 
and recently the criminal work in the eastel'n district of Ken
tucky has exceeded that of any other dish·ict in the United 
States, and many of them have several judges-the nortberu 
district of Ohio with three judges, the southern district of Ohio 
with two judges. Indiana with two judges, Tennessee with three 
districts and three judges, New Jersey with five judges, and the 
southern district of New York with six judges. 

In the number of convictions in criminal cases for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1926, the ea:;;tern district of Kentucky led 
all the districts with 2,259 convictions. The cases, civil and 
criminal, to which the United States was a party are show1• 
by the following figures, taken from the published reports of the 
Attorney General for the years 1909 to 1925, inclusive, and the 
figures for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1926, for the eastern 
district of Kentucky are included and will be in the published 
•·eport of the Attorney Gene1·al. Similar figures are shown for 
the western district of Kentucky. 

For the purpose of showing a comparison between the work 
in the eastern district of Kentucky and other districts there is 
also submitted herewith data showing the number of civil and 
criminal cases to which the United States was a party in the 
various districts for the years 1923, 1924, and 1925: 

Eastern district of Kentucky 

1909_- ----------------------
1910_- ------ ----------------
1911_-- ---------------------
1912_--- --------------------
1913_---- -------------------
1914_---- -------------------
1915_---- -------------------
1916_ -----------------------
1917------------------------
1918_- --- --- --- -------------
1919------------------------
1G20 ___ -------------------- _ 
1S2L_ --------------------- _ 
1922 __ --- -------------------
1923------------------------
1924_- ----------------------1925 __________ : ____________ _ 

1926------.-----------------

Civil Criminal 

Number of 
cases dis
posed of 
to which 

Amount of 
jud!,rments ~~e;r Con- Amount of 

entered disposed victions . fines 
United 

States was 
a party 

for8pJ!~ed of Imposed 

12 $3, 153. 23 
11 188.60 
3.3 841.00 
15 4, 789.60 
49 2,850. 00 
43 5, 951.85 
54 3, 900.00 
39 1,580. 00 
57 5,850. 00 
69 4, 923.62 
38 7,538. !l6 
72 5, 313. 11 

100 9, 782. 21 
114 9, 023. 94 
147 10, 690.-()5 
222 19, 333. 13 
257 26,292. 85 
322 23,267. 62 

397 
375 
565 
657 
651 
537 
545 
204 
516 
420 
377 
637 
7« 

1,122 
1,904 
1, 74.2 
2,304 
3,045 

7l 
2€8 
324 
423 
443 
343 
369 
74 

371 
2-59 
244 
433 
588 
000 

1, 675 
1,300 
1,972 
2,259 

$33, 04.5. ()() 
49,745.00 
47,807.19 
37, 157.88 
39,839.24 
33,763.73 
29,613.82 

113,863.00 
36,610. co 
33,036.30 
7E, 985.56 
79,156.53 
65,560.07 
87,602.65 

246; 656.63 
144,272.46 
213,757.95 
249,289.33 

Western dist1·ict of Kentucky 

1909--------- --------------· 10 _.,. __________ 148 30 $8,110.00 
1910------------------------ 6 $385.58 147 90 19,980.00 
1911 ------------------------ 9 1, 175. ()() 166 100 18,860.33 
1912_ ----------------------- 32 1, 975. ()() 150 73 7, 961.64 
1913------------------------ 13 100.00 163 110 9, 176. ()() 
1914------------------------ 49 8, 850.00 204 141 10,549:21 
1915------------------------ 13 2, 661.15 230 171 16,566.00 
1916_ ----------------------- 30 2, 754.19 177 117 13,605.78 
1917------------------------ 15 3, 080.10 116 81 12, 101.28 
1918------.----------------- 6 1, 276.95 203 149 13,733. €8 
1919------------------------ 20 6, 967.48 233 169 49,832.98 
1920·_ ----------------------- 78 3,095.17 262. 185 24,368.74 
1921_ ----------------------- 109 2, 872.75 381 279 198,959.58 
1922------------------------ 65 4, 589.66 481 419 71,507.52 
1923------------------------ 133 3,460. 85 1,034 892 159,939.56 
1924_ ----------------------- 33 1, 522.68 1,028 799 185,818.25 
1925------------------------ 88 1, 966.03 1,643 1,050 163,425.31 

Above totals are taken with respect to fiscal year, viz: From July 1 to and in
cluding June 30 of succeeding year. 
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' Civil Criminal Civil Criminal 

Number Number 
of cases Num-

District Year disposed Amount of ber of ofto judgments Con- Amount 
which entered for cases vic- of fines dis-United Unit-ed posed tions imposed 
States States 
was a of 

of cases Num-
District Year disposed Amount of 

of to judgments ber of Con- Amount cases which entered for dis- Vi(}- of fines 
United United posed tions imposed 
States States 
was a of 

party party 

Alabama, northern district_ 1923 46 $8,644.63 651 392 $36, 752. 15 
1924 30 1, 079.00 697 503 37, 34.0. 6 
1925 53 15,895.04 902 437 25,514.06 

Alabama, southern district_ 1923 32 2, 045.39 392 229 23,769.98 
1924 45 1, 508.74 272 200 22, 770.61 
1925 35 5, 407. 00 368 257 22,215.28 

Alabama, middle district ___ 1923 7 468.35 80 57 4, 245.95 
1924 50 2, 875.00 97 70 2, 470. ()() 
1925 11 1, 479.78 183 93 4, 175. ()() 

Arizona ____ --- __ ----------- 1923 18 3, 353.00 736 557 74,232.76 
1924 17 11,336.87 816 606 118,377.45 
1925 44 100. 00 1,148 765 152,642.76 

Arkansas, eastern district__ 1923 58 11,853.15 999 779 60, 156. 73 
1924 53 11, 267.52 960 737 64,102.02 
1925 44 5, 806.44 931 728 39,340.00 

Arkansas, western district __ 1923 23 1, 109.41 326 242 15, 128. 52 
1924 52 3, 234. 51 450 324 34,011.39 
1925 18 1, .934. 10 449 300 63,031.00 

California, northern district 1923 304_ 11,234.59 2, 794 2,400 493,450.00 
1924 487 23,683.79 2,381 1,799 508,165.55 
1925 447 23,151.61 1, 707 1,283 300,188.00 

California, southern district 1923 55 3,859. 50 1,221 1,083 331,778.13 
1924 320 84,161.87 1, 241 907 250,899.81 
19"25 200 94,522.64 961 689 105,735.04 

Colorado __ -- __ --_---------- 1923 120 4, 300.49 510 394 57,712.79 
1924 50 1, 587.92 396 300 57,525.22 
1925 115 15,050.34 604 420 97,183.41 Connecticut _________ _: ______ 1923 62 8, 323. 85 618 331 39,198. 16 
1924 60 2,885.25 159 141 16,873.19 
1925 119 27,885.53 184 167 35,781.55 

Delaware. __ --------------- 1923 73 1, 714.97 81 73 7, 276.00 
1924 36 774.71 70 68 10,610.00 
1925 29 4, 105.70 79 79 56,373.83 

Florida, northern district ___ 1923 17 4,850. 00 182 109 8, 031.52 
1924 22 160.00 252 173 11,020.00 
1925 9 2, 650.00 268 197 14,028.63 

Florida, southern district_ __ 1923 66 716.00 523 218 19,829.68 
1924 136 28,618.00 528 190 25,833.50 
1925 86 39,629.26 354 234 23,431.00 

Georgia, northern district __ 1923 400 16,068.00 1, 291 746 50,190.00 
1924 239 17,628.00 1,665 708 46,011.00 
1925 368 14,551.80 1,189 899 38,508.00 

Georgia, southern district-- 1923 82 2, 903,010.72 982 766 97,823.68 
1924 162 1, 150, 742.44 1, 914 1,326 305,192.71 

Minnesota_------------- ___ 1923 521 $33,062.23 837 683 $147, 650. 99 
1924 151 9, 123.14 1,624 1,299 516,807.15 
1925 276 7, 941.81 1,290 1,074 255,204.00 

Mississippi, r.orthern dis-
trict ______________ ----- --- 1923 62 4, 546.23 516 194 14,373.26 

1924 32 800. 00 188 97 7, 749.12 
1925 55 2, 831.11 257 168 14,643. 39 

Mississippi, southern dis-
trict ________________ - ----- 1923 22 1, 150.00 379 147 19,752.19 

1924 9 385.00 367 264 21, 5i7.89 
1925 35 ------------- 379 224 15,316.73 

Missouri, eastern district ___ 1923 101 6, 140.25 937 807 165,940.23 
1924 116 43, 198. 13 892 783 230, 173.35 
1925 119 86,454.72 l, 043 943 382,831.06 

Missouri, western district __ 1923 50 1,400.00 1, 225 920 101,381.16 
1924 114 3, 384.90 923 635 122,653.22 
1925 51 14,837.51 751 629 53,831.89 Montana __________________ 
1923 117 16,435.53 359 191 23,089.87 
1924 184 13,470.92 339 211 48,838.84 
1925 194 7, 144.97 301 239 42,607.32 

Nebraska.----------------- 1923 189 26,757. OS 779 641 135,033.00 
1924 88 3,879. 49 835 612 76,359.91 
1925 174 70,819.45 661 576 178,501.68 Nevada., _________________ 1923 48 2,584, 26 320 240 42,348. 66 
1924 90 4,328.89 347 304 76,425.01 
1925 177 8, 523.87 379 324 89,011.76 New Hampshire ___________ 1923 58 676.94 266 247 43,574.89 
1924 74 2, li85.47 291 260 72,415.30 

New Jersey-------·-------
1925 88 I, 700.07 365 345 114,271.45 
1923 195 401,081.51 l, 185 815 130,883.00 
1924 298 17,950.80 1,438 1,100 226,979.00 
1925 899 115,222.07 12,138 1,137 301,446.00 

New Mexico.-------------- 1923 28 10,057.32 521 365 141,650.51 
1924 30 6,587. 75 855 254 38,502.43 
1925 25 37,259.67 457 303 f(), 710.55 

New York, northern dis-trict _______ • ______________ 
i923 456 51,699.16 861 755 353,800. ()() 
1924 309 94,947.58 1,235 1,190 843, 411.~7 

New York, eastern district_ 
1925 361 17,809.64 1,948 1,872 1,4.68,617 .00 
1\)23 232 56,326.75 1,032 926 104,000.00 
1924 384 41,049.57 2,429 2,239 299.419.00 
1925 628 48,941.71 2,022 1,809 318,479.00 

New York, southern dis-
1925 178 29,767.67 1,294 792 77,826.16 

Idaho __ -------------------_ 1923 30 8, 718.20 368 273 76,481.85 
1924 24 3,280. 82 486 351 122,051.90 
1925 27 

---30;388~37-
434 376 105,085.00 

illinois, northern district. .• 1923 414 2,442 1,851 297,747.90 
1924 1,006 95,584.43 1, 537 1,285 519,764 .. 04 
1925 673 17,328.25 1, 307 1, 020 498,240.49 

Illinois, eastern district _____ 1923 34 8,142.07 648 437 147,695.80 
1924 108 11,784.17 857 651 237,523.22 
1925 374 14,257.27 1,161 71)8 210,964.02 

Illinois, southern district. •• 1923 167 8, 287.30 722 231 46, 349.98 
1924 171 13,230.43 498 263 82,426.43 
1925 244 6,432.00 658 472 166,035.60 India.na ___________________ 
1923 97 4, 560.52 203 137 41,786.90 
1924 73 10,432.51 283 246 104,602.97 
1925 53 10,037.34 264 240 73,193.81 

owa, northern district _____ 1923 15 16,315.02 309 297 79,212.05 
1924 13 6, 177.52 354 312 66,947.09 
1925 27 5,865.17 288 266 56,087.18 

Iowa, southern district_ ____ 1923 15 2, 487.50 514 374 165,855.00 
1924 32 6, 684.61 338 273 103,881.00 
1925 25 1, 407.84 421 350 183, 515.34 Kansa.'i. ____ ---- ___________ 1923 88 3, 715.31 1~1 126 21,145.84 
1924 81 15,505.42 163 108 10, 1S.':l. 82 
1925 131 60,955.96 153 132 12,493.75 

Kentucky, eastern district_ 1923 147 10,690.05 1, 904 1,675 246,656.63 
1924. 222 19,333.13 I. 742 1,300 144,272.46 
1925 257 26,292.85 2,304 1,972 213,757.95 

Kentucky, western district_ 1923 133 3,460. 85 1,034 892 159,939.56 
1924 33 1, 522.68 1,028 799 185, ~18. 25 
1925 88 1, 966.03 1,643 1,050 163,425.31 

uisiana, east-ern district __ 1923 87 20,192.00 1,085 918 81,805.00 Lo 

trict ___ ----- ____ ------ __ • _ 1923 793 87,940.62 2,559 1,318 346,506.00 
1924 611 1, 170, 752. 89 6,616 3,327 488,972.02 
1925 829 529,028.88 4,895 '2,926 369,650.01 

New York, western dis-
trict ••• ----- ______________ 1923 116 67,490.79 710 499 87,538.96 

.i924 98 8, 868.18 884 729 221,721.00 
1925 193 18,189.46 ], 102 889 189,834.00 

North Carolina, eastern district ___________________ 
1923 100 17,726.08 801 469 36,531.72 
1924 66 24,031.04 609 472 38,191.20 
1925 71 39,516.78 572 431 25,688.11 

North Carolina, western 
district ___________________ 1923 155 3, 981.42 1,181 774 85,786.43 

1924 174 24.975.56 1, 037 797 69,723.05 

orth Dakota_ _____________ 1925 211 16,063.10 1,250 955 97,075.90 
1923 66 12,399.93 247 93 24,304.90 
1924 40 5,853.18 120 59 5,045. 97 
1925 40 12,914.37 317 139 4, 745.23 

bio, northern district_ ____ 1923 202 75,667.20 813 673 121,262.75 
1924 249 15,672.89 965 867 265,127.49 
1925 390 18,834.64 1, 752 1,101 261,771.15 

hio, southern district _____ 1923 68 37,906.02 319 280 66,312.41 
1924 89 38,856.69 362 326 67,153.79 

klahoma, eastern district __ 
1925 108 7, 591. 17 454 408 67,426.73 
1923 73 17,688.08 1,216 955 95,168.03 
1924 76 152,480.29 1,110 955 114,864.53 
1925 108 8, 353.97 1,156 821 134,822.88 

klahoma, western dis-
trict ____ --------------- ___ 1923 122 11,964.73 634 468 38,157.00 

1924 171 37,084.71 558 409 51, 524.77 
1925 149 18,712.96 683 544 69,885.50 

N 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1924 136 22,464.81 1, 291 1,083 96,314.00 
1925 121 14,662.91 613 427 43,170.06 

Louisiana, western district_ 1923 53 2,080. 97 230 lOS 12,301.80 
1924 H 1,073. 92 213 170 10, 173.45 
1925 37 5,343. 00 226 183 20,560.04 

aine ___ ----------------- 1923 45 1, 762.49 453 205 59,710.99 
1924 73 20,623.84 317 241 58,557.75 

. t 1925 74 7, 347.44 429 .300 63,6112.06 aryland_ _________________ 1923 178 190,674.33 007 895 99,239.94 
1924 202 105,305.91 1,289 1,203 114,160.98 
1925 355 232,698.97 I. 316 1, 231 121,698.52 

assacbusetts _____ -------- 1923 254 24,892. 51 928 549 80,433.74 
1924 296 71,213.01 804 463 71,690.00 
1925 543 176,343.17 6, 512 902 133,708.38 

ichigan, eastern district __ 1923 83 14,974.35 540 473 170,285.00 
1924 218 15,175.35 979 700 306,625.00 
1925 529 16,669.48 1,688 1,458 314,075.02 

icbigan, western district__ 1923 6 I, 691.61 343 259 35,241.28 
1924 3 ______ 546._25_ 379 327 34,500.00 
1925 lD (75 386 1 35,468. ()() 

klahoma, northern dis-
trict_ _____ - -------- ____ --- 1923 -- -------- ------------- ----·--- ------ ........... -------

1924 ---------- ------------- ----i49- ------ -----------
1925 1 -------- ----- 129 16,875.00 

reg on__------------------- 1923 79 3,527. 05 454 386 59,958.00 
1924 64 6, 229.49 384 333 61,633.03 
1925 73 12,916.21 354 312 60,203.70 

ennsylvania, eastern dis-
tricL ________ -------- _____ 1923 566 605,804.00 859 601 61,870.00 

1924 662 134,874.00 720 501 65,262.00 
1925 422 189,545.00 474 324 62,564.00 

ennsylvania., middle dis-
trict ___________ --------- __ 1923 42 1, 703.06 375 333 74,176. 00 

1924 51 7,600.00 234 188 38,073.00 
1925 41 1, 361.23 215 181 32,834.13 

ennsylvania, western ills-trict _____________________ -
1923 230 80,199.80 458 322 85,290.02 
1924 114 29,141.45 529 362 129,671.12 
1925 120 28,368.60 638 441 123,228.77 

0 

M 
0 

M 
p 

M p 

M 

p 
M 
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District Year 

Rhode Island ______________ 1923 

South Carolina, eastern dis-

1924 
1925 

trict _____ --------- ____ .___ 1923 

South Carolina, western 
district .. __ .• _--.-- .• --.-. 

South Dakota _____________ _ 

Tennessee, eastern district __ 

Tennessee, middle district .. 

Tennessee, western district. 

Texas, northern district ___ _ 

Texas, eastern district. ____ _ 

1924 
1925 

1923 
1924 
1925 
1923 
1924 
1925 
1923 
1924 
1925 
1923 
192-i 
192.') 
1923 
1924 
1925 
1923 
1924 
1925 
1923 
1924 
1925 

Texas, southern district____ 1923 

Texas, western district.---_ 

Utah ..• ----------------- __ _ 

Vermont_ _________________ _ 

Virginia, eastern district __ _ 

Virginia, western district. __ 

Washington, eastern dis-

.1924 
1925 
1923 
1924 
1925 
1923 
1924 
1925 
1923 
1924 
1925 
1923 
1924 
1925 
1923 
1924 
1925 

trict ______________________ 1923 

Washington, western dis-

1924 
1925 

trict ___________ ___________ 1923 

1924 
1925 

West Virginia, northern 
district .. ----------------- 1923 

1924 
1925 

West Virginia, southern 
district _____ -------------

Wisconsin, eastern district. 

Wisconsin, western district. 

Wyoming _________________ _ 

1923 
1924 
1925 
1923 
1924 
1925 
1923 
1924 
1925 
1923 
1924 
1925 

Number 
of cases 
disposed 

of to 
which 
United 
States 
was a 
party 

80 
59 

100 

Civil 

Amount of 
judgments 
entered for 

United 
States 

$64.85 
6, 512.44 

22,558.75 

44 871.89 
47 118,243. 74 
60 4, 280.12 

74 
41 
44 
27 
22 

11,610.00 
11, 21G. 00 
4, 977.40 

6, 088.81 

~ ----5~iii82" 
237 21, 720. 93 
306 46, 116. 34 
40 28, 152. 61 
90 659, i39. 92 

183 10, 699. 66 
66 19,764.88 
94 28,371.19 
94 26, 832. 06 
55 2,600. 00 

102 54, 718. 59 
Ill 8, 589.30 
75 15, 949. 40 

140 11,775.94 
75 9, 718. 12 

153 534,558.37 
139 70, 555. 97 
117 36,095.42 
237 sa. 222. 00 
194 53, 258. 39 
177 32, 693. 59 
17 152.00 
44 309.79 
43 5, 717.64 
6 309.00 

11 20, eoo. oo 
46 34.30 

273 408, 001. 00 
221 59, 768. 00 
153 135, 240. 00 
238 12, 393. 04 
159 16, 327. 75 
166 6, 138. 53 

40 8,851. 42 
27 I, 437. 31 
44 10, 099. 76 

159 23, 677. 33 
234 64, 370. 93 
286 547, 585. 58 

21 3, 049.59 
24 1, 632.00 
43 3, 319. 17 

96 
134 
181 
36 
33 
44 
44 
28 
14 
11 
28 
29 

58,249.61 
35,724. 67 
52,873.57 
58,998.80 

256.74 
1, 947.95 

217. 70 
700.00 

6, 458.95 
7, 003.70 

10,389.67 

Orimlnal 

Num-
~f Con- Amount 
dis- vic- of fines 

posed tions imposed 
of 

261 182 $26. 027. 00 
319 216 48, 770. 60 
665 460 122, 965. ()() 

471 393 106, 166. 43 
484 348 162, 981. 87 
464 369 40, 858. 53 

647 
501 
556 
174 
163 
251 
549 
725 

1,392 
582 

1,134 
1,295 

607 
471 
590 

1,224 
820 
852 
658 
671 
452 
833 
533 
635 

1,873 
1, 512 
1,810 

446 
213 
320 
99 

217 
342 
666 
537 
543 
310 
271 
217 

402 
349 
412 
143 
129 
HiS 
408 
577 

1,158 
404 
859 
979 
458 
332 
374 
662 
549 
530 
569 
503 
341 
694 
425 
495 

1, 573 
1, 314 
1,500 

186 
1« 
117 
82 

155 
238 
448 
363 
439 
195 
182 
146 

176,661.01 
158,752.89 
206,993.85 
53,418.74 
16,819.30 
22,700.00 
61,857.45 
83,150.87 

158,186.44 
57,636.99 
80,149.32 
72,133.30 

102,169.76 
97,748.91 
90,156.90 

177,899.21 
281,887.05 
70,497.16 
49,402.11 
61,272.12 
45,238.79 

122,172.84 
193,218.44 
117,818.61 
189,794.00 
176,333.00 
143,921.00 
21,645.51 
11,715.01 
8, 070.00 

11,021.00 
29,161.13 
45, 176.10 
18,792. 00 
62, (69. 00 
15, 126.00 
30,817.62 
34,695.61 
25,391. 23 

180 141 31, 171.40 
292 231 42, 825. 00 
223 180 23, 426. 00 

704 520 103, 207. 01 
762 607 127, 816. 88 
735 565 178, 923. 57 

511 417 109, 786. 26 
551 373 99, 135. 01 
570 489 76, 797. 55 

1, 253 
1,443 
1, 611 

92 
163 
245 
226 
197 
148 
309 
237 
375 

960 
1, 059 
1, 277 

66 
118 
150 
86 

149 
103 
253 
152 
203 

110,838.24 
164,657.76 
56,228.84 
18,950.00 
39,360.00 
80,545.00 
19, 698. 91 
28, Ill. 00 
21,963.00 
40,171.85 
26,280. 00 
40,370.00 

The increase in the work is shown by the above figures. In 
1909 12 civil cases to which the United States was a party 
·were disposed of, and this character of cases increased to 322 
in 1926. In 1909 the sum of $3,153.23 was adjudged to the 
United States in civil suits to which the United States was a 
party; and in 1926 the sum of $23,267.62 was adjudged to the 
United States in such cases. In 1909, 397 criminal cases to 
which the United States was a party were disposed of, and in 
1926, 3,045 such cases were disposed of. In 1909 there were 71 
convictions in criminal cases and in 1926 there were 2,259 
convictions in such cases. In 1909 the amount of fines in 
criminal cases was $33,045, and 1926 these fines amounted to 
$249,289.33. 

The number of civil cases disposed of in the eastern district 
of Kentucky to which the United States was not a party, 
common-law, equity, and bankruptcy, and the increase in such 

business are shown by the figures taken from the published 
reports of the Attorney General for the years 1909 to 1925, 
inclusive. These figures are as follows : 

Eastern d.ist1-ict ot K efl tuck11 

CIVIL LEASES I 

1{l09-------------------------------------------------

!!~ ~ ~ ~~~~~~~ ~~~~ ~~j~~~~~~~~~~:~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~ ~:~:~~~~ 
1915_- -----------------------------------------------
1916_----- -------------------------------------------

!li iiiii!~~i~!iii~-;-:-:-!!!!!!.!!!!!i!!!!!!!;!! 

Number 
of cases 

com
menced 
to which 
United 
States 

was not 
a party 

290 
305 
471 
181 
307 
300 
440 
364 
331 
128 
199 
251 
348 
452 
521 
521 
641 

Number 
of case! 
termi-

nated to 
which 
United 
States 

was not 
a party 

276 
251 
275 
169 
251 
340 
378 
319 
357 
124 
189 
258 
256 
352 
387 
463 
570 

Number 
of cases 
pending 
to which 
United 
States 

was not 
a party 

372 
384 
575 

1252 
520 
406 
541 
586 
560 

1230 
571 
564 
656 
617 
751 
709 
'ri1 

I No bankruptcy cases are shown in the Attorney General's report for 1912 and 1918 

. The United States cases and the litigants in civil ·suits to 
which the United States is not a party are at great expense in 
bringing wit~esses, jurors, and parties interested from the Pike
"\tille territory to Catlettsburg court, and the same thing applies 
to Somerset, Pineville, Paintsville, and Hazard, and the counties 
in the vicinity of these cities. 

The railroad connections are such that it takes one day for 
such witnesses to get t9 Catlettsburg, and should the case be 
tried on the succeeding day, and the witness returns the next 
day, such witness has been away three days. Witnesses are 
paid for the time necessary in traveling to and from court. 
This is placing it at the minimum time. Because of the crowded 
condition of this docket, witnesses are usually required to stay 
at court two or three days or longer in criminal cases. The 
witness fees are 10 cents per mile--5 cents each way-and 
when the witness stays overnight $5 per day, and if such wit
ness is not required to stay overnight $2 per day. There is an 
average of four witnesses to each criminal case in the eastern 
district of Kentucky. Each witness from Pikeville and in that 
immediate territory now costs the United States $10.50 mileage 
and (three days, $2 per diem and· $3 subsistence) $15 per diem 
and subsistence. making a total cost of $25.50. Four witnesses 
to the case would make the cost $102 in each case for witnesses. 
Approximately 200 cases from this territory each year will 
make this item cost the United States $20,400 per year, and a 
like sum in other territories, amounting to over $100,000. This 
mileage will be saved to the United States if a court is estab
lished at the places designated in this bill, and the per diem and 
subsistence, except the $2 on each witness, will be saved in 
nearly every instance, because the witness can return to his 
home without using an extra day to get to court and an addi
tional day to get back home. 

A similar cash saT"ing can be shown in civil cases where the 
United States is not a party and where the expenses must be 
borne by tile parties to the litigation. 

In equity and bankruptcy matters, and in common-law and 
criminal cases wllere litigants wish to appear before the court, 
and the court is not in session at Catlettsburg, they must go 
to the pffi.cial headquarters of the court and the court officials 
at Covington, Ky. When they so appear they are required to 
travel about 255 miles, according to the mileage tables used 
by the United States. This is a great expense and incon
venience to the parties. 

Without going into details relative to each court, we quote 
the mileage required for such travel from each place. It is 
as follows: 

Miles 
Paintsville to Catlettsburg, approximatelY---------------------- 55 Paintsville to Covington, approximately ________________________ 200 
Pikeville to Catlettsburg _____________________________________ 105 

Pikeville to Covington--------------------------------------- 255 
Harlan to London------------------------------------------- BG 
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Miles 

Harlan to Covington------------------------------------- 25! 

~~T;~ttl~ t~~Jt~i~g~==================-====~============ 2u Whitesburg to Covmgton------------------------------------- 253 

er:l~~ ~~~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~ 
The above data bas boon compiled and is submitted with the 

view of showing the tremendons amount of business transacted 
in the United States courts in Kentucky and the necessity of 
the proposed legislation. The location of the counties involved, 
the distances of travel, and expenses incident thereto, show 
that the only practical solution of this question iS the creation 
of an additional district. 

The division of the State of Kentucky into three district!;) as 
proposed in this bill will be a fair divi~ion of the Stat~, con
sidering the business, number of counties, and population of 
each. 

Creating the district will be a savlng to the Government. 
It is fair to assume that there will continue to be as many 

as 3,000 cases per year; that four witnesses will attend tor 
the Government. The cost of each witness · is estimated at 
$25 in each case; the cost to the Government for four witnesses 
is $100 for each ca~e. For 3,000 cases it would be one. hundred 
times that, or $300,000. A saving to the Government by creat
ing the new district and reducing mileage would not be less 
than one-third this sum, or $100,000. On account of the long 
delay between courts, prisoners are confined in jail awaiting 
trial. Of the 3,000 defendants, we assume 1,000 of them go to 
jail to await trial. With courts at six-month intervals, the 
present stay in jail is about four months. With the new dis
trict created, the stay in jail will be reduced to approximately 
two months, and the Government would be saved two months'. 
dieting of 1,000 prisoners--the Government pays 75 cents per 
day per man for subsistence of these prisoners, or $750 per day, 
or a total of $45,000 per year saving to the Gove:J;"nment. 

Another item is traveling of prisoners to courts for trial. It 
is noted above that the territory in question is an average of 
about 100 miles from present courts, and most of these 1,000 
prisoners, with accompanying officers, must cover; that aver
age distance from various jails, to be brought i,nto court, aver
aged at the railroad rate of 3% cents per mile, ma~s $3.50 
per man one way, or $3,500 per year, and most of them must 
be returned to jail. So that a ·total estimated saving from 
this source of $5,000 per year seems entirely safe. Plainly this 
saving on travel expenses of witnesses alone will much more 
than balance off the total extra costs of the new district and 
courts in any and every fiscal year. Yet there will be some 
further saving on travel of officers, by shortening long dis
tances of travel, of about $8,000 per year. 

In addition, the fines and forfeitures, by reason of bringing 
the courts to the immediate localities, will be increased by 
.many thousands of dollars, at a conservative estimate $50,000 
per year or more. Because of the locations of the present United 
States commissioners and United States deputy marshals, there 
should not be any additional costs on account of these offices, 
for the present at least. 

The creation of the new district and courts is a paying 
proposition financially to the Government, assuring a net sav
ing to the Government in operating costs of from $50,000 to 
$75,000 per year, and no extra app1·opriation necessary to put 
it into effect immediately. Provision has already been made in 
the Budget for the present district on the present basis of long 
distances to travel, insufficient courts, and so forth, and the net 
result ·of establishing the new district and courts, so far as 
the Government is concerned, will be to turn a substantial part 
of the present appropriation back into the Treasury. 

It is also true that civil litigation in the eastern district 
of Kentucky has increased both in volume and importance 
with as great speed as has the criminal side. The point is 
reached that the court strains every effort and every bit · of 
his great experience and abi1ity to try to cope with it, but 
this is also done at heavy extra expense, trouble, and time to 
litigants in various ways. It is a very important matter to 
both court and litigants to lighten this heavy burden upon them. 
Particulars of this will not be discussed now, but this situation, 
with others which will be referred to immediately, explains the 
tremendous universal interest in this proposal all over the 
territory comprised in the new district. 

Another factor is to be noted in the criminal trials. From 
500 to 700 of these defendants are shown to be acquitted per 
year. To get their acquittals they must take their witnesses 

. and attorney to court. The long distances involved throws an . 
extra heavy burden on them, and they are usually poor men. 
Their cases are the restllt of mistakes ; those men are entitled 
to real consideration at the hands of th~ Government, and this 
is a strong reason why this bill should pass. Whether the 
guilty defendants deserve sympathy or not, the extra heavy 
expense on many of them is a factor to their families where 
they are poor, and most of them are in, this section. There are 
no gilded bootleg kings in the mountains ~f Kentucky, where 
most travel is tlifficult enough, at best. 

AVERAGES IN NATION 

The records show that, in the fiscal year 1925, there was a 
total of about 38,000 convictions in the United States, of which 
the eastern district of Kentucky, with one judge, conti·ibuted 
1,970 or about one-twentieth uf the total, as there are about 
100 districts in the United States, and about 150 judges. So, 
the average number of convictions per district is less than 400, 
and the eastern district of Kentucky contributed more than 
five times the average per district in the United States. The 
amount of fines in the United States for the year 1925 was 
$7,680,000 and the eastern district of Kentucky contributed 
$213,750 of that, while the approximate average per distl'ict in 
tlle entire United States was $75,000. During all this time the 
increase and volume of civil. litigation bas kept well up with 
this tremendous growth of criminal business in the eastern 
district of Kentucky. 

LOCATIONS OF NE>W COU:RTS 

Placing the new courts at Somerset, Pineville, Hazard, Paints
ville, and Pikeville is the unanimous conclusion of all who 
study that matter carefully and from a purely practical view
point to assure the greatest efficiency and convenience of the 
courts and economy to the Government, and citizens. 

All these towns have concrete paved streets and water, sew
age systems, and fire departments excelled by none in the State; 
hotel facilities of the best, and adequate for every need, all of 
which are important incidentals. The county court room and 
facilities are tendered by the fiscal court of these counties for 
hol~ing Federal courts, without charge. 

CAN THERE BE ANY HESITANCY OR RIGHTFUL OPPOSITION TO A MEASURB 

THAT SO EFFECTIVELY FURTHERS THE PRESIDENT'S GREAT POLICY 01l' 

ElCONOliiY, BOTH TO TH.Iil GOVERNMJC..'iT AND LITIGANTS, IN BVEBY MA

TERIAL WAY? 

An additional judge would not meet the requirements because 
the courts when locate~ at the points mentioned in the bill, 
could not be accommodated by the marshals, clerks, and district 
attorney, because the district attorney and his assistants oc
cupy all their time with work as laid out at present and could 
not attend to the business of the courts at the new courts 
located by this bill. Besides, it would be absolutely impossible 
for the presiding judge to hold 10 additional terms of court 
per year in excess of the 14 terms he now· holds. 

The docket is congested' in the eastern district of Kentucky. 
If all the criminal cases were tried by a jury that were 
docketed for 1926, numbering 3,045, the jury could try on an 
average of 3 cases per day and 1,015 days would be necessary 
to dispose of one year's business. If the 322 civil cases on the 
civil docket for 1926, in said district, were tried by a jury, at 
least one day would be consumed in the trial of each case, it 
would require 322 days to try them, making a total number of 
days actually required to try both criminal and civil cases in 
the eastern district of Kentucky for one year, 1,337 days, as
suming one could hold court 300 days per year, it would require 
over four years to try the cases actually docketed for 1926, 
which would be an impossibility. And it is fair to assume 
more business will accumulate and longer time will be required 
to dispose af the cases as development continues in that section 
of Kentucky. 

HOW IS TillS CO:!>."GHSTED CONDITION TAKEN CARE OF NOW? 

With the crowded docket the only hope to keep abreast with 
the work is to compromise cases and enter agreed judgments 
and thus prevent a trial, and this· is the course necessary to 
follow in order to prevent a congested docket. This method 
is objectionable because it denies both sides a trial by jury, 
and many a plea of guilty is entered under duress, and the de
fendants, on account of poverty and inability to keep their 
witnesses at court, enters a plea of guilty as a matter of ex
pedience, as the cheapest way out, by . agreement with the 
district attorney. By this method the Government is forced to 
compromise cases and take fines for less than it should, be
cause this is tl:J.e only method of reaching the cases. 
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I submit that this Goyernment should provide for the trial 

of ca es in an orderly, legal way, so that a full hearing may 
be had and the rights of all protected without concessic:m or 
oppression, and the Government, after paying the salaries for 
the new officers, will have something like $30,000 per year to 
its credit if this district is CI'eated. 

The tremendous amount of business done, the unusually large 
expense incident thereto, the convenience of litigants, witnesses, 
jurors, attorneys, and parties interested require the establish
ment of the proposed additional district. 

Responding to the resolutions opposing the district, I desire 
to say: 

Boyd County opposes this measure for a selfish reason. All 
Big Sandy counties come out to Boyd County to Federal court 
at Catlettsburg. They spend their money and do their shopping 
while there, and, in fact, Boyd County has subsisted off of the 
Big Sandy people for 50 years, and yet, for fear they will lose 
a few dollars in hotel bills and trade, they oppose this bill, 
which is the dream of the mountain people, regardless of poli
tics and by defeating this measure they will continue to force 
th~e mountain people to come out to the Ohio River, suffer great 
expense, ill convenience, hardships, and oppressions for the sake 
of a few paltry dollars. 

I insert a clipping fi·om the Pike County News, dated Janu
ary 27, 1927, which tates the position of the mountain people. 

The Louisville bar, who are opposing this measure as an ally 
of the Courier Journal, which has always oppressed and de
spised the people of the mountains of Kentucky on account of 
the political complexion of that section of the State, who have 
filed a brief in opposition, in which they admit the relief is 
needed, but oppose the dish·ict and want to substitute for a 
district an additional judge, with one of the Louisville laWYers 
the judge, I presume. This would not give relief. The places of 
:tlolding court as fixed in these bills bringing them closer to tl1e 
people with judges and court officers who are familiar with the 
situation can and will bring the needed relief, and it can be 
had in no other way except to create the new cistrict. 

The clipping is as follows : 
PIKEVILLE ATTORNEYS ARE MISREPRESENTED--STRENUOUSLY OBJECT TO 

STATEMENT l\ilA.DJoJ .BY LOUISVILLE COUlUER-JOURNAL REPRESENTATIVE
MOUNTAIN PEOPLE uP IN ABMS 01ER TREATMENT ACCORDED THEM BY 
PAPER 

There is one community in the great State of Kentucky which stands 
as a unit in an antagonistic feeling toward the Louisville Courier
Journal in the fight that that newspaper is making and bas made 
against the eastern part of the State and which seems to have cul
minated in the stand which that journal is taking against the estab
lishment of a new Federal court district in Kentucky. That community 
is Pikeville. The people on the street, in the business houses, and in 
the offices are loud .in their condemnation of that paper's attitude in 
this matter, and are not backward in advancing the opinion and belief 
that the Courier-Journal is against anything which will improve con-
ditions or affairs in the mountain district. · 

Pike County lawyers have expressed themselves in no uncertain man
ner, as shown by the following communication addressed to the Courier
Journal. :Messrs. A. F. Childers, W. W. Barrett, and W. A. Daugherty, 
in a letter to the Louisville Herald-Post, make out a strong case 
against the Courier-Journal. A copy of this letter is also herewith pro
duced. Never have people been so aroused, and it appears that th.is 
establishment of a Federal court and the animosity shown by the 
Courier-Journal is the straw which broke the camel's back, and that 
the people of eastern Kentucky are ready to make a vigorous fight to 
see whether or not they have any rights on the face of the earth; 
whether the western part of the State is to exclusively enjoy· all modern 
conveniences at the expense of the eastern part, while this part must be 
satisfied to travel on muddy trails hardly passable on horseback and 
have any move for betterment in conditions here strenuously fought 
by the Courier·Journal and its friends. 

The CouniER-JOURNAL, 
Lotti.s'l'flle, Ky. 

PIKEVILLE, KY., January ,24, 192i. 

GENTLEMEN : On the 22d instant your paper carried an article stat
ing in substance that the attorneys of the Pike County bar were 
opposed to the establishment of a new Federal district in Kentucky 
on the grounds that it would deprive this section of the services of 
Judge Cochran, the present judge in the eastern district of the State. 

The undersigned members of our bar in answer to this statement 
would make it known : 

That the people of the mountnins of this State are not dlssatlsfied 
with the services of Judge Cochran; he has been a faithful and able 
judge, but no doubt there are many others who can serve us equally 
as well. 

LXVIII-188 

Judge Cochran's ability as a judge bas nothing to do with the ex
pense and inconvenience of the people in getting before him. 

The people of this section are unanimous for this measure, and 
their claim is founded upon simple justice. Nothing will suffice but 
the establisliment of a new district, and any .ro.mor to the contrary 
is against the sentiments of our people. 

W. K. Steele, president Bar Association ; W. A. Daugherty, 
attorney ; W. W. Barrett, attorney ; A. F. Chiders, attor
ney; W. W. Reynolds, attorney; W. K. Elliott, attorney, 
Pikeville, Ky.; Frank P. Damron, attorney, Pikeville, Ky.; 
W. E. Stratton, attorney, Pikeville, Ky.; Roscoe Vanover & 
Sons, _ attorneys, Pikeville, Ky.; Alex: L. Ratlill', attorney, 
Pikeville, Ky.; P. B. Stratton, attorney, Pikeville, Ky.; 
Zach Justice, attorney, Pikeville, Ky.; J. P. Hobson, jr., 
attorney, Pikeville, Ky. ; J. F. Hudson, attorney, Pikeville, 
Ky.; E. B. Stephens, attorney, Pikeville, Ky.; J. A. Runyon, 
attorney, Pikeville, Ky. ; J. M. Bolling, attorney, Pikeville, 
Ky.; S. M. Cecil, attorney, Pikeville, Ky.; El. E. Trivette, 
attorney, Pikeville, Ky.; E. J. Picklesimer, attorney, Pike
ville, Ky.; H. Pauley, attorney, Pikeville, Ky.; 0. T. Hinton, 
attorney, Pikeville, Ky.; J. R. Johnson, attorney, Pikeville, 
Ky.; J. J. Moore, attorney, Pikeville, Ky.; L. J. May, 
attorney, Pikeville, Ky. 

PIKEVILLE, KY., January ·!?-~, JJ)ft'l, 

To the LOUISVILLE IIERAI.D-POST, 
Lotdsville, Ky. 

We want to know if you can tell us what the Courier-Journal has 
against the people of the mountains of Kentucky. A few years ago a 
bond issue was proposed and presented to the people for approval, to 
the end that the State, and especially the mountain counties, might 
have a syst(>m of public highways. That proposition was fought and 
defeated by the Courier-Journal. Consequently, the development of the 
State, and more particularly the eastern portion thereof, was given a 
setback it will not overcome In the next generation. 

Now, then, we have a bill pending in Congress, establishing a new 
Federal district in eastern Kentucky. Again the Courier-Journal goes 
for miles out of its way to oppose the establishment of this district. 
If it was of any advantage whatever to the Courier-Journal or the 
city of Louisville to defeat this measure, we would accept its opposi
tion as a worthy foe and go ahead. But so far as we can see, it is 
moved by no other influence than to see that eastern Kentucky gets 
nothing. It Is not a question of whether it will help Louisville, but 
it will burt the mountains of Kentucky. That is the question of prime 
importance. Why this spirit of vengeance, animosity, and hatred that 
fiames up every time the people of the mountains seek to make one 
step forward. But Courier-Journal or no Courier-Journal, the people 
of these hills are coming to the front. The purest Anglo-Saxon blood 
in the New World is here, and the puny arm of the Courier-Journal 
can no longer bar the march of progress. Congress can no doubt see 
through smoke screen of misrepresentation and deception played by 
a hostile paper, not for its own convenience but laid as a snare at the 
feet of those upon whom it would wreak vengeance. 

We can not believe that the· attitude taken by this paper toward 
this section of the State is representative of the clty at large. Un
doubtedly there are a great many good people in so large a city that 
are willing that righteousness should prevail ; that in all parts of the 
State her citizens should have an equal chance before the law. 

On the 22d instant the Courie~Journal carried a statement in refer
ence to this proposed bill, which in effect said that we lawyers of the. 
Pike County bar were opposed to any change that would deprive us of 
the service of Judge Cochran. We have no fault to find with Judge 
Cochran. We are not looking for a better judge, but what we want is 
a chance to get before the court. It matters not how able the court 
may be, it one can not get before him there might as well be no court, 
Down in the Blue Grass there is not a place in the State in which a 
litigant can not reach a Federal court in an hour or two. From 
Pikeville it takes two days to appear at the nearest Federal court and 
return. And that at an expense of not less than $25. This bill pro
poses a court for Pikeville, Paintsville, Hazard, Pineville, and Summer
set. It would not be necessary, as the Courier-Journal would infer, to 
c~oss high mountains, through the wilderness, traversing sheep paths, 
to reach the courthouse. But the court would be in easy reach of all 

We address this to you, hoping that you will see the justice of our 
cause and be moved by your passion for a square deal to see · that we 
are not imposed upon by a hostile paper. 

A. F. CHILDERS. 
W. w. BARRETT. 
W. A, DAUGHERTY, 

URGEJ.~T DEFICIENCY .APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. WOOD. 1\lr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk report the 
first amendment in disagreement. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment 
!n . disagreement. 
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The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 4, after line 23, insert : 

" OFFICE OF THI!l SECI!ETARY 

" The action taken by the Secretary of Agriculture in using not exceed
ing $253,000 of the unexpended balance of the appropria tlon of $3,500,-
000 contained in the second deficiency appropriation act, fiscal year 
1924, approved December 5, 1924 (43 Stats. p. 682), for the eradication 
of foot-and-mouth and other contagious diseases of animals, for the 
purpose of making loans, under rules and regulations of the Secretary, 
to owners of crops and livestock damaged or destroyed by hurricanes 
in the State of Florida during September, 1926, and for traveling and 
other expenses incurred incidental thereto, is hereby approved and 
credit for funds so disbursed shall be allawed in the settlement of the 
accounts of the disbursing officers of the Department of Agriculture: 
Providecl, That a further sum of $12,000 from the same appropriation 
is hereby made aYailable until June 30, 1928, for necessary expenses in 
handling such loans and making collections thereon." 

Mr. WOOD. 1\lr. Speaker, I move that the House recede and 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

1\lr. BYRNS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield me five 
minutes? 

Mr. WOOD. 1\Ir. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Tennessee. 

1\Ir. BYRNS. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt that this amend
ment will be adopted, but I rise to enter my very earnest pro
test against the action which prompted request for ratification 
upon the part of Congress. Congress has several times made 
very liberal appropriations for the eradication of the foot-and
mouth disease. As we all know, last summer or fall a great 
hurricane occurred along the coast of Flolida. It resulted in 
the loss of much property and the ~oss of life, and considerable 
suffering. I recall that the Governor of Florida on that occa
sion made a statement, which was broadcast throughout the 
country, that he did not even propose to call on the Red Cross 
for relief. He said that Florida would take care of herself. 
Howe\er, it seems that, acting under the authority of the Presi
dent of the United States, the Secretary of Agriculture, without 
the slightest autholity of law, took from the appropriations 
for the foot-and-mouth disease $253,000 and loaned it to farm
ers in Florida for the purpose of buying seed. There was not 
the slightest authority of law for doing that. The money was 
appropriated by Congress for a specific purpose. Merely be
cause there was a million or more dollars in that fund did 
not authorize the President of the -United States or the Secre
tary of Agriculture to use that fund for purposes other than 
those provided by Congress. If that sort of practice is to be 
pursued, then Congress may just as well cease its function 
in undertaking to designate where money shall be spent and 
resort to the practice of appropriating a great lump sum of 
$4,000,000,000 or more and leaving it to the executive depart
ments to say how it shall be expended. 

This is a Government of law, and all officials, high or low, 
no matter who they may be, should observe the law. [Ap
plause.] I care not who made the order. It was illegal and 
improper, and yet now after the money has been loaned, after 
this improper and illegal use has been made of the money, Con
•gress is asked to ratify and approve it. It is because of that 
action that I rise to enter my very earnest protest. 

1\Ir. GREEN of Florida. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. BYRNS. I yield. 
Mr. GREEN of Florida. Does not the gentleman realize this 

was an emergency and required action at that time and that 
they could not wait for Congress? 

1\Ir. BYRNS. Well, I do not know. This unlawful diversion 
of pul.llic funds was made two weeks or more after the hurri
cane; I can not see that there was an emergency. I know the 
governor of the gentleman's State, according to the newspapers, 
said he was not even going to ask the Red Cross--

Mr. GREEN of Florida. The gentleman got that from the 
newspapers. 

Mr. BYRNS. I have not heard that it was contradicted. 
Mr. GREEN of Florida. Other people stated that--
1\fr. GARNER of Texas. Suppose it was an emergency. Is 

the President of the United States authorized to take out of 
the Treasury money without the consent of Congress and ap
propria te it for any purpose he sees fit? 

Mr. BYRNS. By no means; and it is because of his action 
in taking money appropriated for one purpose and utilizing it 
for another that I am making this protest. 

The SPE4KER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\Ir. BYRNS. May I have five additional minutes? 
Mr. WOOD. I yield the gentleman five additional minutes. 

:Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
. 1\Ir. BYRNS. I will. 
Mr. BLANTON. And whim we approve that we become sim

ply rubber stamps? 
Mr. BYRNS. Absolutely. If we permit the Executive of 

this country to determine that funds appropriated for one pur
pose shall be utilized for another, then we had just as well 
appropliate the money in a lump sum and permit the Execu
tive to use it as he pleases . . Now, my friends, I sympathize 
with the people of Florida. I never have objected to an emer
gency matter where people were actually suffering, where tents 
and supplies had been granted by the War Department and 
other departments of this Government for the relief of the 
starving and suffering. This money was used to loan money 
to the farmers for the purpose of buying seed. I know there 
have been several precedents, but those precedents were estab
lished by Congress, the only department in this Government 
which has a right to appropriate funds. I opposed that at the 
time because I have always questioned very seriously the con
stitutional right of Congress to appropliate money for such 
purpose--

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BYRNS. I yield. 
Mr. BLANTON. And is not the wrongdoing em:{>hasized by 

sticking this kind of a ratification in a deficiency blll in con
ference by some other body without coming to the proper com
mittee for approval? 

Mr. BYRNS. Well, it was sent up by the Budget and, of 
course, the Budget acts for the President primarily; and, of 
course, it was necessary to stick it in some bill because the 
Comptroller General of the United States will not pass the 
account, and they can not get credit for the. money taken from 
that appropriation unless Congress by formal act approves and 
ratifies it. 

So far as I am concerned I do not believe Congress ought to 
permit this sort of practice. I dQ not believe Congress should 
be a party to that sort of action. I think we ought to express 
our protest against it and let the officials of this Government, 
high or low, understand our opposition to the Executive au
thority unlawfully diverting funds for any purpose. I wonder 
what the gentleman from Indiana, who makes this motion, 
would have to say if this was done by anybody else except the 
President of the United States? Suppose some offictal down 
here in the department had done this. I imagine there is no 
gentleman upon the floor who would have protested more 
strongly than the gentleman from Indiana. The President of 
the United States had absolutely no more authority to do this 
than the Secretary of Agriculture, and the Secretary of Agri
culture no more authority to do this than the head of some 
bureau. It is for that reason I am protesting. [Applause.] 

Mr. WEFALD. Was there any other way by which those 
farmers could have been helped? 

Mr. BYRNS. I presume so. Florida could have done just as 
they did in my town, where there was much suffering and people 
driven from their homes on account of the flood, and the people 
of Nashivlle went down in their pockets and raised $85,000 or 
more to relieve the suffering and did not call upon Congress or 
the Government to do it. But I would not object if it had been 
necessary to relieve suffering or save life. But this was not 
the case. It was a loan for the future, not to relieve a present 
emergency-a business proposition, not an act of relief in time of 
an emergency. 

They may tell you that they are going to get the money back. 
But look at the record of the loans made in the Northwest. 
We are carrying an appropriation for $12,000 to provide for an 
office to be established in Florida to collect the money-and good 
jobs for somebody. I predict that when the final records are 
shown it will appear that the Government will not have gotten 
back 50 per cent of it. [Applause.] 

1\Ir. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to the House 
the facts that led up to the making of this loan of $250,000 
to the flood sufferers in Florida. It is admitted that there was 
no walTant of law for this loan, except the warrant of 
necessity. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I understand the gentleman to 
admit that there was no authority of law for taking this 
money and loaning it to these people? 

Mr. WOOD. Only the law of necessity and the law of 
humanity. 

I hold in my hand a list of more than 200 prece
dents, some of them very similar to this. To some of them I 
will call your attention in order that you may know that there 

. is nothing exceptional in this transaction. You will all recall 
that they had a terlible devastating flood in Florida in the 
month of SepteiD:ber last. It absolutely destroyed thousands 
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of homes and thousands of farms and left destitute thousands 
of men who were engaged in agriculture and the gardening 
business in that State. An appeal was made to the Depart
ment of Agriculture to see if some temporary relief might not 
be had, because they were in immediate need of seed with 
which to plant their crops in a seasonal time, whereby they 
might have a chance to mature new crops and help themselves 
out of their dilemma. The Department of Agriculture, realiz
ing the fact that it had no authority upon which it might base 
its action in making this loan, appealed to the Budget. General 
Lord, representing the Budget, called up the chairman of this 
committee [l\Ir. l\1ADDEN] oyer the long-distance phone and 
stated the facts and the necessity existing, as those facts had 
come to him through the Department of Agriculture. The 
chairman of the committee, in sympathy with the people of 
Florida, in sympathy with the desire of the Department of 
Agriculture and the recommendation of the Chief of the Budget, 
gave his assent that it might be done, and stated that he would 
ask for a ratification of the act. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield right 
there? 

1\Ir. WOOD. I yield. 
Mr. BLANTON. Why did not my friend from Illinois [Mr. 

MA.DDEN], the distinguished chairman of the committee, put 
this in his bill when he reported it out of committee? 

:Mr. WOOD. I will ,state the reason why it was not put in. 
It was under consideration at that time, and would have been 
put in but for the fact that two members of the committee 
rai ed an objection at that time. 

Mr. BLANTON. Because it was subject to a point of order? 
Mr. WOOD. No. That was not the reason. I think the 

gentlemen who served on the committee, Mr. BYRNS and Mr. 
BucHANAN, will substantiate what I say. It was cut out for 
the reason that the chairman of the committee was confined 
by illness to his room, and it was at the suggestion of Mr. 
BYRNS and Mr. BucHANAN that it was cut out at that time. 

Mr. BLANTON. Because it would have been subject to a 
point of order? 

Mr. WOOD. No doubt it would have been subject to a point 
of order. . 
. After these-communications between the Chief of the Budget 
and the Secretary of Agriculture and the chairman of the 
committee this loan was made out of appropriations for the 
eradication of the foot-and-mouth disease. Those destitute 
farmers and gardeners down there, 900 of them in number, were 
the beneficiaries of this loan. All of them have given their 
notes for repayment and such security as they were able to 
give, and we are informed that the security in most cases is 
ample. 

Now, as I say, this is not the first time this thing has hap
pened. It has been happening ever since this Government 
commenced. It will continue to happen as long as the law of 
humanity dictates to the consciences of men. 

I want to call your attention to some of the late cases. The 
Secretary of War made a loan of this character directing ex
penditures for the repair of damages caused by floods in Arkan
sas, and in providing sanitary measures in Pueblo, Colo., 
approved in the second deficiency act of March 20, 1922 ; also 
the action of the President in directing the use of Army supplies 
for the relief of sufferers from storms and floods at Corpus 
Christi, Tex., also in the second deficiency act approved March 
20, 1922; the action of the United States in directing the issu
ance of farming supplies for the relief of sufferers from t.ije 
the Japanese earthquake in 1923, which was approved by 
Congress in 1925. 

Back in 1913, under the Wilson administration, an act was 
passed extending aid through various appropriations, and funds 
appropriated for the improvement of rivers and harbors were 
diverted from that appropriation for the purpose of relieving 
sufferers from floods in Mississippi. 

1\fr. CHINDBLOM. Were those all ratifications after ex-
penditure? . 

Mr. WOOD. Every one of them was a ratification after the 
expenditure. There are many such precedents going back 
to the very beginning of our Government. 

Mr. BYRNS. The gentleman has cited cases where money 
was appropriated or used for the relief of suffering. I stated 
expressly that that had been done. But has the gentleman any 
precedent for the loaning of money to any class of citizens for 
the purpose of supplying seeds and things of that sort, and not 
for the relief of suffering? 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. This is for the relief of agriculture it 
should be remembered. 

1\Ir. WOOD. It strikes me that there is more justification, 
or as much justification in this case as in those I have men
tioned and the other precedents I have here~ If it had not 

I 

been that this relief was furnished as it was furnished, those 
men down there would have been without seed, without means 
to have recouped their losses, possibly resulting not only in 
physical suffering -but also in financial suffering. 

I can not for the life of me see any difference in principle 
between the cases. This was not done without the utmost 
consideration and cooperation by the Department of Agricul
ture and by the Budget and by the chairman of this com
mittee. So I say that if we are going to reverse the practice 
of this Congress, which has been pursued ever since this Con
gress began, by refusing or objecting to appropriations of this 
character, the time may come when, by reason of some dire 
disaster, another call will be made upon the Government of 
the United States, which has eYer lent a willing ear to cries of 
distress and suffering; and if the relief is not granted, per
haps those of us who might be instrumental in causing a new 
policy to be adopted would regret the hour when we ever did 
such a thing. 

1\fr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ten
nessee [1\Ir. GARRETT]. [Applause.] 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the naked ques
tion here is that of the exercise arbitrarily of an authority not 
given by law. There have been innume1·able cases, as the gen
tleman from Indiana has stated, in which the departments have 
strained the timbers of the law in order to relieve human suf
feiing and protect human life, and when the Congress has been 
called upon either to initiate such an act or to ratify acts per
formed when they had been confined to that particular purpose 
the Congress has waived constitutional scl1lples and legal nice
ties and has proceeded to ratify or to initiate when it was in 
session and called upon so to do. But, Mr. Speaker, this propo
sition was not one to relieve suffering. What Congress would 
have done had it been in session toward creating a fund to be 
loaned to the farmers of this section for the purchase of seed 
I do not know. Certainly Congress would, in fixing the matter, 
haye fixed the terms upon which it should be done, but that 
is not the important thing here. The important thing here is 
that the Congress is called upon to ratify an illegal act [ap
plause] done in the name of an emergency, with the doer of it 
himself declaling what was the emergency. Now, what sort of a precedent are we fixing here? I sympathize with the suffer
ing of this community. I have never at any time during my 
service tried to throw anything · in the-way of measures pre
sented here for the protection of life in times of catastrophes of 
nature, but this goes far beyond any proposition of relie;f or of 
the protection of human life. This is a proposition which pro
foundly touches the elemental functions of government, the mat
ter of keeping separate the legislative and the executive branches 
of government. I have often thought we ought to have a gen
eral law which in times of flood or other periods of public 
distress as a result of some convulsion of nature, would enable 
the use by the War Department of the facilities at its disposal 
for the protection of life so that Congress might not be callecl 
upon eyery time to act. That I would accede to. In the dis
charge of the duty of handling military stoc-ks we can well 
afford to place that authority in the hands of the department. 

Deep as is my sympathy, and profoundly as I feel in regard 
to the suffering wrought by nature in OUI' sister State of Flor
ida, I can see infinitely more distress for the future in acquies
cing in an act whose legality no man can defend and which no 
man now undertakes to defend as legal. 

Ah, if human life had been at stake there and numbers of 
people had been threatened with destruction we might strain 
the point, but when it comes to a purely business transaction 
in the loaning of money for the purpose of purchasing seed I 
can not acquiesce. I ·do not know whether they could have 
borrowed money anywl1ere else or not. Wbether any of the 
governmental agencies, the intermediate credit banks or the 
Federal land banks, were open to them, and whether they 
approached those avenues I do not know. At any rate al_l that 
is presented here is that this was a simple business transaction. 
It does not have in it a single element of the protection of 
human life, and I am unwilling to se-t the precedent of ratify
ing that act. [Applause.] 

1\Ir. WOOD. 1\fr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen
tleman from Florida [Mr. DRANE] . 

Mr. DRANE. Mr. Spea,ker and gentlemen of the House, 
the relief was given in very large part to a community in my 
own congressional district. That community is close to the 
border Une between the first congressional district of Florida 
and the fourth congressional district represented by my col
league [Mr. SEARS]. That money was used to save human life 
from starvation. [Applause.] Diverted from cattle r.nd given 
to men. -That is what it was used ·for. It was not a business 
transaction. I thank ~od the President of the United States, 
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who is said to be cold hearted, had a warm enough heart to 
see the situation as it then was. [Applause.] A'lld to give 
the relief which would necessarily come into the mind of any 
man know.ing the conditions and ha v.ing a spark of humanity 
in his breast. 

The town of Moore Haven, which is involved here, was a 
town of about 1,500 people, happy, prosperous, orderly, and 
cosmopolitan; from every section of the· Un.ited States. They 
only have one means of livelihood and that is to put green 
vegetables on the tables of the United States at times when 
they can not be produced elsewhere. There was a dike around 
a lake there. That lake is approximately 40 miles wide and 
50 miles long. That water had been impounded before that 
dike until it was . said to be 19.4 feet aboT"e the level of the 
sea. The dike was there for the protection of the farm lands 
and the village beh.ind the dike. The farm lands and the 
village were at a level of about 15 feet above the level of the 
sea, therefore, more than 4 feet below the lake level. There 
came a gale of unprecedented violence and without notice. The 
gale was 100 miles per hour. In a few hours, notwithstanding 
the fact that every man, woman, and some of the children of 
that community were trying to build up that dike in order to 
hold it, the dike broke and within 30 minutes there was not 
a house sta.nding where one stood before ; the churches, the 
schools, and even the banks of the community were washed 
away. All of the an.imals, she2p, pigs, chickens, horses, and 
mules, were drowned. Hundreds and hundreds of people were 
drowned there. 

I saw men, women, :md children come out of that community 
with cloths around their loins to hide their nakedness ; they 
stood naked before you, but that is all they nad. Everything 
was desh·oyed. Hope was destroyed. · I have seen women cry
ing and looking for their children, and often they were told 
their children were dead. They would ask where the body of 
a child was, and they were told it was down .in the saw grass 
and the muck. Under those conditions the people of Florida 
opened not only their doors but they opened their pocketbooks 
and they opened their hearts in order to give relief to those 
who suffered and a Christian burial to those who died. I do 
not know " what the Governor of Florida said," as quoted by 
a distinguished gentleman who preceded me in his remarks, 
and I do not care what he said. I am telling you the God's 
truth as to conditions as I saw them, and I was there. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Florida 
has expired. \ 

1\Ir. WOOD. l\lr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman five addi
tional minutes. 

l\Ir. DRANE. They had to have a way to live. We sent them 
to their homes, paid their railroad fares to all parts of the 
United States, those who wanted to get back to the hearth
stones from which they came. We did that. We clothed them; 
we fed them; we gave them all the relief we could, and we 
did it out of our own pockets and freely and willingly. The Red 
Cross was not yet ready to function, and it could not. This 
is no reflection upon the Red Cross, but this was an emer
gency which had to be met and had to be met at once, and it 
had to be met without r egard to law or anything else except 
the law of humanity, and I thank God that the President of 
the Un.ited States and that great Cabinet officer under him, 
the Secretary of Agriculture, did what they did; and if it is 
with the last breath in my body, Democrat as I am and parti
san Democrat as I am, if you please, I will vote to ratify what 
they have done. I thank you. [Applause.] 

Mr. THATCHER. 1\Ir. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. SEARS]. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, ·I hesitate to speak on 
this question because I believe the House is going to 1·atify the 
action of the chairman of the subcommittee in reporting out 
this agreement. 
· I dislike to go iuto a discussion of the recent hurricane be
cause I fear I can not add to what my c-olleague and friend, the 
gentleman from Florida [1\fr. DRANE] has said. About three 
weeks before this hurricane struck Florida it was my pleasure 
and privilege to attend a convenqon having for its purpose 
the prevention of floods. At this convention there were men 
and women from nearly every State in the Union, and as we 
sat around the festive banquet table and chatted we were full 
of life and full of hope. I shall not forget the night, at about 
1 o'clock, when out of my own home town a carload of provi
sions and men was sent down to help relieve the suffering and 
to recover as many as possible of the dead. I shall never for
get the happy, bright, spirited minister who sat next to me at 
that banquet and whose life was lost in that disastrous hurri
cane. For the dead w.e can do no good, but for the living we 
can appeal. 

Mr. Speaker, since being a l\Iember of this House during the 
last 12 years I have voted for millions of dollars for seed for 
foreign countries and no voice was raised in protest. I have 
voted for relief in North Dakota and in other sections of the 
country. My good friend and colleague from Tennessee may 
say, "Oh, yes; but Congress ratified that." That is true, 1\Ir. 
Speaker, but Congress was in session. At this time Congress 
was not in session. 

Regardless of what the Governor of Florida may have said 
or may not have said, I believe I owe it to my colleagues and 
to the country to say that after looking over the situation and 
after being flooded with requests I wired President Coolidge 
and Secretary Jardine, appealing to them on behalf of humanity 
to make an appropriation out of some fund to give these people 
the relief they were entitled to, and knowing my colleagues as 
I did, I belieT"ed I could speak for them and say t11at they 
would ratify whatever action they took. [Applause.] 

The following telegrams and letters are self-explanatory : 
SEPTEMBER 24, 102G. 

Ron. CALVI~ COOLIDGE, 
The President, Washington, D. 0.: 

The truck growers in storm a:rea must have prompt assistance in 
way of seed and fertilizer. Federal Farm bank advises loans. Will be 
made in usual way. This will do no good. Thought possibly .Agricul
tural Department or some other fund could take care of situation until 
Congress convenes. J. S. Rainey is county agent at Miami. Do not 
know name of agent in Uoore Haven district. I have voted for many 
relief funds out West and other sections and am satisfied my colleagues 
will do likewise in approving whate>er action you take. The citizens 
of Flolida in and out of path of destruction are grateful for way 
Nation has and is responding, and the Red Cross and other agencies 
are doing wonderful work. If relief as suggested can be granted, 
wire me. Official business. 

W. J. SEARS, .. l!ember of 0011gress. 

KISSIMMEE, FLA. 

Hon. CALVIN COOLIDGE, 
The President, Washington, D. 0.: 

. You recall I wired you a few days ago requesting relief for farmers 
and truckers in storm sections in way of seed, etc. I desire to thank 
you for prompt acknowledgment. In yesterday's pape1·s I note your 
request that Secretary of .Agriculture render said aid to the extent 
of $300,000 and your statement that you are satisfied Congress will 
indorse your action. .As stated in my other telegram, I am satisfied 
my colleagues will promptly indorse your action as soon as Congress 
convenes. The people of all Florida are deeply grateful for your prompt 
action and the asistance rendered by the Nation and for the wonderful 
work the Red Cross, Salvation .Army, and civic bodies are doing. 

W. J. SEARS, Mmnbm· of 'Oongress. 

As a Democrat I want to thank the President and Secretary 
of Agriculture for finding some way to give to those people 
this relief. Oh, 1\'Ir. Speaker, it is unfortunate that the money 
had to come out of the foot-and-mouth disease appropriation. 
Let us hope that the foot disease has been eradicated, and that 
perhaps the little money that is left may help the mouth 
disease in order that in the future no voice may be raised 
against suffering humanity. [Applause.] 

Oh, 1\fr. Speaker, I have not forgotten the statement sent 
out by the distinguished and able Governor of Tennessee when 
he said that the hurricane was sent to Florida as a punishment 
of the sins of the people of Florida. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Florida 
has expired. 

Mr. WOOD. 1\Ir. Speaker, I yield the gentleman two more 
minutes. 

l\fr. BYRNS. Does the gentleman know that the GoYernor 
of Tennessee made that statement? 

l\1r. SEARS of Florida. Oh, no more than the gentleman 
from Tennessee knows that the Governor of Florida made the 
statement he referred to. It was in the pre s. [Laughte1· and 
applause.] I think after the recent flood in Tennessee the 
Governor of Tennessee has backed off and denied the state
ment. I do not believe the recent flood in Tennessee was sent 
by the hand of God to punish those people. It was just one of 
those unfortunate things that happen. 

Mr. Speaker, we are not here begging, but we are asking 
for that to which we are entitled. I understand why my 
friends technically can argue as they do, but they do not under
stand conditions in this great State. Living up in the moun
tains of Tennessee where some of the people are cold and where 
they can only plant during a few weeks of the year, they can 
not understand that in Florida you plant your seed in the 
spring or fall, and almost oT"ernight or within a week or two 
we have our fresh vegetables ready to sena up here so that 
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my good friend from Tennessee may enjoy them on his table 
when he goes to his meals. 

We took this matter up, as I recall, with the Federal farm
loan banks, but they could not give us any assistance in time 
to be of any relief. We then went to the President ; and, as 
my colleague and friend from Florida says, I want to thank 
the President for responding to the telegrams of the Florida 
delegation and giving this relief to us. Let us hope that the 
time may never come when we must let people suffer simply 
becau e Congress is not in session. 

I re ent the implication that the people of Florida have not 
done their part, and I call upon my friends and colleagues 
from California, my friends and colleagues from Oregon, my 
friends and colleagues from other States who went down there 
recently, to vouch for the statement that no State could have 
come out of such a hurricane and such a loss as quickly as did 
the State of Florida. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Florida 
has again expired. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentl~ 
man from Florida [Mr. GREEN]. 

1\!r. GREEN of Florida. Mr. Speaker and Members of the 
House, of course it is impossible for me to make a thorough 
cliscussion of the Florida storm relief loan in the few minutes 
obtainable on this conference report ; but I may say that I, 
indeed, hope that my colleagues will be thoughtful enough to 
adopt the report. It is with extreme regret that I see some 
of the most distinguished Members on my own side of the House 
opposing the ratification of the President's emergency loans to 
the farmers of the hurrican~stricken area of my great State. 
The whole situation and the entire argument against this con
ference report is that there was no necessity; but, Mr. 
Speaker, if the distinguished gentlemen from Tennessee [Mr. 
GABRETI' and Mr. BYRNs] could have been in the lower dis
trict of Florida and could have seen those beautiful villages 
laid waste in only a f~w. hours, could have seen human and 
animal life devastated, could ha'::e seen residences, dwelling 
houses, crops, fields, trees, shrubbery destroyed and floating 
away on dashing waves, and could have heard the cry ther~ 
after which went all over the State; in fact, which went 
through the United States ; and could have heard the appeal 
for help which was so nobly responded to throughout the 
United States, and if they could have seen those who were so 
weak financially throughout the State of Florida and other 
States contributing almost to their last penny for the relief 
of suffering humanity, I am sure these distinguished gentle
men and the others who so loudly applauded their roaring 
speeches would not say that the President of the United States 
erred when he affirmatively answered a request of the Florida 
people for a small loan to the farmers of this district in order 
that they may purchase seeds and other necessities to start 
their crops with. 

This storm came at about the time of planting for fall crops 
and there was no time for delay. I presume these distinguished 
gentlemen opposing the conference report would say " they 
should have waited until the Congress met in December, then 
obtain an appropriation for a loan to purchase seed with " ; 
but I am glad that this was not the case, and I am glad also 
to inform you that the farmers of thi!? section bravely and 
courageously turned themselves to their task of rebuilding their 
portion of the devastated section and fruits are awarding their 
task. I read only recently where the farmers were receiving 
$3,600 per car, or $8 per hamper, for snap beans. Had not these 
loans been made, numbers of these farmers could not possibly 
have financed the planting of a fall crop, and I appreciate the 
fact that the United States had a President and Secretary of 
A.g1iculture who were " big enough " to come to the relief of 
::;tricken and suffering humanity in the manner above indi
cated. [Applause.] 

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREEN of Florida. I will 
Mr. BYRNS. The gentleman and his ·colleagues seem to 

place this matter on a different plane. My colleague and I did 
not question the suffering of the people of Florida, nor did we 
make any criticism if it was something done for the relief of 
human suffering; but here weeks afterwards money is diverted 
from one source, not for 'the relief of suffering, but to make a 
loan. 

Mr. GREEN of Florida. In the eye of many it seems all 
right and proper to appropriate money for the foot-and-mouth 
disease of animals, for the protection of various plants from 
pests and disease; it also seems all right to send money to 
Japan and other grief-stricken areas, then why not ratify this 
loan which was made for the relief of suffering humanity here 
in the midst of our own people? I fear that some are attempt-

ing to here try to make a boost in their stock or anti-Florida 
propaganda; but, Mr. Speaker, this is no time for them to voice 
their opinion in order to satisfy and please anti-Florida knock
ers, at a time when we should be courageous and vote to sup
port that which was given for the relief of humanity. I am 
proud of the fact that the citizens of the United States, through 
the Red Cross and other agencies, responded so nobly to Flor
ida's appeal; and I am also proud of the fact that our Govern
ment was able to make this little loan. [Applause.] Mr. 
Speaker, I love to help the farmer and I appeal to my col
leagues who really favor farm relief to ratify this conference 
report. This was not a gift, as some have insinuated, but was 
only a loan ; and, in my opinion, the money will be repaid 
to the Federal Treasury. My colleague from the first district 
[Mr. DRANE] and my colleague from the fourth district [Mr. 
SEARs], in whose districts the storm area lies, have already 
ably discussed the subject, therefore I do not feel that it is 
necessary for me to further discuss the matter; however, I ad
monish you that " ours " is a strong Government financially 
and we should not set a precedent which would hobble our 
officials in the future relief of suffering humanity. It is the 

. policy of our Government to give relief where relief is needed, 
and to know no section of the country in preference to another 
section of the country, and to know no one -state in preference 
to another State, but to recognize "hlimanity as humanity " 
and "justice as justice." 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Florida 
has expired. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen

tleman from Indiana to recede and concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment 

in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 7: Page 7, after line 23, insert the following: 
" For support and civilization of Indians under the Klamath Agency 

1n Oregon, $6,342.53 ; the Colville Agency in Washington, $44,946 35 ; 
and the Yakima Agency in Washington, $4,000 ; in all, $55,288.88·, to 
be paid from the funds held by the United States in trust for the 
respective tribes, the same being in addition to the tribal funds allowed 
for expenditure at the agencies named by the Interior Department 
appropriation act for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927 ( 44 State., 
p. 475) ; and credit shall be allowed in the settlement of accounts of 
disbursing officers of the Department of the Interior for emergency 
expenditures already made from tribal funds for suppression ef forest 
fi.res on the Klamath, Colville, and the Yakima Reservations." 

Mr. WOOD. 1\Ir. Speaker, I move that the House recede and 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen
tleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Cle1·k will report the next amendment 

in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Senate amendment No. 8: Page 10, after line 10, insert the fol

lowing: 
"Provided, That no part of this appr!lpriation shall be used to 

pay any claim in excess of $50,000 until such claim shall be approved 
by the Comptroller General of the United States in accordance with 
existing law: Pt·omczea," 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
amendment No. 9 be considered together with No. 8. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read amendment No. 9, as follows: 
Page 10, after the word 1

' Provided," insert the word 11 further." 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further 
insist on its disagreements to amendments 8 and 9. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Indiana to further insist on disagreements 8 and 9. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
Th~ Clerk I'ead as follows : 
Senate amendment No. 10: Page 10, line 18, after the word "each," 

strike out the balance of the page, and all of page 11 down to and 
includ.ing the word "Commissioner" on line 19. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist on 
its further disagreement to this amendment. 
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Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I have a preferential motion. 

I move that the House recede and concur in the Senate amend
ment. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, if 
you will look at the bill and the Senate amendment you will 
see that it strikes out the provision put in by the House 
whereby we endeavored when a refund was made upon an 
erroneous tax laid on automobile accessories to see that the 
proper person will get the refund. The Supreme Court has 
decided that various articles thought to be automobile acces
sories were not subject to a tax. In consequence of that deci
sion there is a large amount of money now in the Treasury 
of the United States which belongs to somebody who paid this 
tax. The manufacturers are the only ones that are insisting 
on this provision being stricken out of the bill, and I will tell 
you why they are insisting on it. If it is stricken out they 
w~ll get almost the entire refund. And if the man who paid the 
tax. who was the ultimate consumer, the man who bought the 
automobile and the accessories, ever gets a dollar of it, he will be 
the exception. For illustration, suppose you were going from 
here to San Francisco or to Texas and you broke down. You 
would go to an automobile establishment and buy certain re
paiTs, certain auxiliaries, that the retailer handles. When the 
manufacturer sold those parts to the retailer be charged him 
with the tax. The remiler, when he sold those things to you 
or to me, charged us with the tax. Under this law, as proposed 
by the Senate, the manufacturer will collect the tax, but how 
will you or I ever get the money that is coming to us? We 
would never get a dollar of it and they know absolutely that 
that is true. In order that the person who paid the tax may 
be reimbursed, we provided in the bill that the manufacturer 
should give a bO'nd to the United States whereby he under
takes to pay to the man who is the ultimate consumer the 
amount that is coming to llim. 

Failing to do that within six months, he will return that 
money to the Treasury of the United States. There never was 
a fairer proposition in the world. [Applause.] 

1\Ir. McLEOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. McLEOD. Is it not a fact that the contents of what is 

now being discussed is what is known as the Green amendment, 
and is it not a fact that it is covered in the revenue act of 
1926, section 1120, which reads as follows: 

SEC. 1120. In the case of any overpayment or overcollection of any 
tax imposed by Title V or VI, the person making such overpayment 
or overcollection may take credit therefor against taxes due upon any 
monthly return, and shall make refund of any excessive amount col
lected by him upon proper application by the person entitled thereto. 

1\Ir. WOOD. Yes; but how will you apply that to this propo
sition? It is absolutely impossible. The only way that the 
person who really paid the tax would get it would be to protect 
him as we seek to do in this bill. If any injustice is likely to 
be done to any of these manufactm·ers who have paid this 
tax, the Ways and 1\Ieans Committee bas proposed, after this 
becomes a law, that they will hear these gentlemen and will 
find a way to protect them. No one will be hurt. Let me call 
attention to a fact which is one of the best arguments in the 
world why this should be a law. One of the gentlemen in 
submitting his objection to this provision which the House 
put into the bill said th~t the manufacturer should have some 
of this JnOney or a portion of it in order to defray his expenses 
in bunting up the man ultimately entitled to it. [Laughter.] 
There is absolutely no defense that can be given to this pro
posed action on the part of the Senate in stri1."ing this out. 
Nothing can b'e said in favor of it except that it will help the 
manufacturer, who will be the only beneficiary, if we do not 
in::;ist upon the language of the bill as it passed the House. 

1\Ir. WEFALD. How much money is involved in this refund? 
1\Ir. WOOD. About $29,000,000. 
Mr. McLEOD. The gentleman will admit that it was in the 

1926 revenue act? 
1\Ir. WOOD. Yes; but as I said a few minutes ago, that 

provision would not afford protection to the ultimate consumer 
in the matter we are now considering. 

Mr. GAR~ER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield five minutes'to me? 

Mr. WOOD. 1\Ir. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Texas [Mr. GARNER]. 

1\Ir. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I want the Ho11se to 
thoroughly understand this matter so that if the final test 
come.s between the House and the Senate the Senate will 
understand exactly the viewpoint of the House. I hope this 
provision in the House bill will be sustained by as near a 
unanimous vote of the House as possible. Let me give you a 
little bit of the history of this provis~o~ When the court 

decided that the automobile parts that were used for other 
purposes did not come within the provision levying a tax upon 
automobile accessories, then these manufacturers made appli
cation for a refund. If the law stays as it is the automobile 
manufacturer will get the refund-$29,000,0~according to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WooD]. I did not know that the 
amount was so large. They will make application and get 
the refund for the taxes they paid on these parts of automobiles 
that they sold. In doing that they will collect money out of 
the Treasury that the people who purchased the accessories from 
them paid. No one ever saw an invoice going out of a manu
facturer's establishment while this tax was in force that did 
not include the tax as a separate item. The attention of the 
Ways and 1\Ieans Committee was called to that and we thought 
it our duty to consider it. A subcommittee was appointed, of 
which I happen to be a member, to consider how we might 
avoid giving the manufacturer back something to which he 
was not entitled. We called the Treasury officials down here 
and we called in the drafting bureau and prepared this amend
ment. What does it do? It says, for instance, to Govern·or 
Morehead, "You are the only man who paid this tax and you 
are the only man who ought to get the money back out of the 
Treasury." Therefore, we provided that in order to get the 
money back from the Treasury which bad been paid and which 
we thought ought to be paid in and what Congress intended 
should be paid in at the time we passed the law, though the 
court has decided otherwise, the manufacturers would have to 
give a bond, first, that they would give the money back to 
Governor Morehead and get Go-vernor Morehead's affidavit 
that he had paid the tax. Of course, we knew-! knew-when 
we inserted that provision that the manufacturer was not going 
to take any further interest in the transaction. As soon as the 
manufacturer knew that he was not going to get it, I knew 
that he would take no further interest in the transaction. That 
would leave the money in the Treasury, where I wanted it to 
stay. That was the effect of this House provision. That is the 
truth about it. One of my friends whom I greatly admire 
who makes laws in another body and of whom I am intensely 
fond, who is intensely interested in this amendment, taking the 
opposite view to mine, said: "The trouble about it is that it 
is not honest for the Government to withhold from the taxpayer 
something that it collected illegally." 

"Well," I said, "that is true, but it is a great deal more dis
honest for Congress to permit him to collect out of the Treasury 
a thing that he did not put in there. [Applause.] And between 
the two honest propositions I will take the latter." I want to 
do what is right by the American taxpayer, and when we collect 
from him illegally I want to give it back, but I do not want to 
give him an opportunity to get money out of the Treasury 
which he did not pay in. 'l'bat is exactly what the proposition 
is here. Gentlemen, we no more than got this amendment in 
here than the automobile manufacturers rushed down here with 
their counsel. They invaded me by wholesale, and I told them 
just as I have stated here, and finally I said to the General 
Motors man and his lawyer just what I have told you here. 
He said, "You have accomplished just what you started out to 
do." I said, "Exactly what we wanted to do. We do not 
propose to permit you to take the money and return it to Gov
ernor l\Iorellead; we do not trust you to do it." I do hope that 
the House will stand by the House provisions we have put in 
here by unanimous vote of the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. WOOD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. GREEN]. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the amendment stricken 
out by the Senate bad the unanimous support of the Committee 
on Ways and l\Ieans and, as I understand, the unanimous sup
port of the Appropriations Committee. It ought not to be 
stricken out under any circumstances whatever. These people 
who have come in here and asked for this money do not come 
with clean hands. They know they are not morally entitled to 
this money, whether any of them are legally entitled to it or 
not. I understand there is some claim made that this amend
ment as it is written in some few particular instances may work 
a little hardship, but if that is so a remedy for these people is 
going to be left for them. 'l'he Ways and Means Committee 
will open wide the doors of their committee room and hear 
these gentlemen on any fair proposition that they have got to 
submit, and we will take care of it at the next session. If they 
will come before the Committee on Ways and Means and ask 
for a hearing, if their claim is found to be just, we will afford 
at the next session ample remedy for it. 

1\Ir. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I will. 
l\Ir. CHlNDBLOM. That is because, as a matter of fact, this 

p1·esent provision is only a limitation upon this single ap
propriation--
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1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. That is all. 
1\Ir. CHINDBLOM. And the entiie subject will still remain 

for consideration by the legislative committee? 
1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. That j.s the situation as the gentle

man from Illinois has stated. It is a simple limitation upon 
this particular appropriation, and if these gentl~en have 
anything to justify their claim we will be glad to giVe them a 
hearing. · 

1\fr. BLANTON. Then, to support the Ways and 1\Ieans 
Commit tee we ought to vote down the motion of the gentleman 
from l.lichigan and vote for the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana? 

1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. That is correct; the gentleman states 
the proposition correctly. We ought to vote down the motion 
to recede and concur and vote in favor of the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana to insist on the disagreement, and it 
ought to be insisted upon to the v·ery last. One word further 
in reference to the situation. This claim is founded on the 
decision of the Court of Claims made about a year ago. I 
think that decision is totally wr:ong from one end to the other, 
and an appeal ought to be taken from it if one has not been 
taken. I think the reason these gentlem'en are here crowding 
this matter was to get the money out of the very first appro-
priation bill for fear that decision may be in some way re
versed and they will never have a chance to get this money. 
Now, the Ways and Means Committee considered this matter as 
best we could. The Tre.asury Department says this money 
ought not to be paid, and that these cases have been worked up 
by some employees formerly down in the Treasury Department 
who took advantage of some information they got there to 
work them up. The Treasury Department further says a great 
body of the automobile manufacturers, realizing they have not 
any honest claim, any real moral claim to this money, do not 
make any and are not asking to have this money refunded. 
These few concerns are trying to get this money. Mr. Speaker, 
I insist the House should stand upon th'e provision in the 
original bill and not recede and concur. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle
man from Michigan to recede and concur in the Senate amend~ 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker- announced the noes 
appeared to have it. 

1\fr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a divL~on. 
The House divided ; and there wer'e-ayes 1, noes 187. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 

of the gentleman from Indiana that the House further insist 
on its disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a further conference 

with the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks for a 

further conference with the Senate. The Chair appoints the 
following conferees on the part of the House: Mr. Woon, Mr. 
CRAMTON, and 1\Ir. BYRNS. 

PISTOLS, REVOLVERS, AND OTHER FIREARMS NONMAILABLE 

1\Ir. RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 4502, with a Senate 
amendment, and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 4502. 
which the Clerk will report by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 4502) declaring pistols, revolvers, and other firearms 

capable of being concealed on the person nonmailable, and providing 
penalty. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend

ment. 
The Senate amendment was read. 
The SPEAKER. The questio:g is on agreeing to the Senate 

amendment. 
The Senate amendment was agreed to. 

EMMA E. L. PULLLAM: 

Mr. UNDERHILL. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speakers' table the bill H. R. 7776 and concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill 
7776, which the Clerk will report by title. · 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7776) !or the reimbursement o! Emma E. L. Pulliam. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend

ment. 
The Senate amendment was read. 
The SPEAKER. The qeustion is on agreeing to the 'Senate 

amendment. 
The Se!late amendment was agreed to. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL 

M.r. FUNK. Mr. Speaker, I move tha t the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 16800, 
the District of Columbia appropriatiop bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CHI ~n

BLOM] will please take the chair. 
Accordingly the House resolvd itself into Committee of the 

'Vhole House on the state of the Union for the further con
sideration of the bill H. R. 16800, the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill, with Mr. CHINDBLOM in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. The 
House is in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consider.ation of the bill H. R. 16800, 
which the Clerk will report by title. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
A bill (H. R. 16800) making appropriations !or the Government of 

the District of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole or 
in part ag~inst the revenues of such District fo~ the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1928, and for other pm·poses. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has read to page 64, line 5. 
Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

we return to the item on page 41, line 12 and part of line 13, 
reading " eight-room addition and assembly hall to the Morgan 
School, $8,531." It is my purpose, if I receive unanimous con
sent to return to that item, to move that it be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Reserving the right to object, will the gentle
man please state the ground on which he ·asks a return to this 
provision? ' 

1\Ir. FUNK. If unanimous consent is granted, I would point 
out that we are providing only for the land and nothing for 
the construction. Obviously there is no occasion at this time
to provide for furniture for such addition. The1·efore I expect 
to move to strike out those lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out line 12 

and part of line 13 on page 41 reading, u eight-room addition 
and assembly halllto the Morgan School, $8,531." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the motion of the 
gentleman from lllinois. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Mr. FuNK moves to strike out on line 12, after the semicolon, the 

words, " eight-room addition and assembly hall to the Morgan School, 
$8,531." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from illinois. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

the Clerk be authorized to make corrections in the totals. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani

mous consent that the Clerk be given authorjty to make cor
rections in the totals anywhere in the bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Public welfare. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that 
heading. That is a paragraph by itself. I move to strike out 
line 6. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the mo
tion of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. I ask for recognition. 
The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Texas insists on 

recognition for debate, the Chair doubts that such procedure 
would be in accordance with the custom. The Chair does -not 
believe that debate can be had upon a heading. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am just following the custom that has 
been in vogue for 10 years since I have been here. When a 
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Member desires to speak on that which is emlJraced in the 
heading he moves to strike out the heading. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not desire to set a prece
dent for action on a heading unless it is shown that the heading 
is a paragraph within the meaning of the rule. 

Mr. BLANTON. It has been done :fl.-equently. The Chair 
will note that line 6 is complete, and also line 7 and lines 8 
and 9 form a paragraph within themselves. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be the disposition of the Chair 
to hold that lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 are one paragraph. 

Mr. BLANTON. I shall not contend about that. Then let the 
Clerk read the other lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read lines 7, 8, and 9. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

BOARD OF PUBLIC WELFARE 

For personal ser-rtces in accordance with tb.e classification act ot 
1923, $90,460. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out line 6, 
and on the subject of public welfare I want to call the com
mittee's attention to a practice which has been brought to your 
attention before, both by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[1\lr. TREADWAY] and myself, on several occasions. I have had 
taken, in order to show the facts as they actually exist, the 
photographs which I submit to you, and I would like to have 
you look at them. 

l\lr. TREADWAY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
1\fr. TREADWAY. What does the gentleman suggest as a 

means of curing what is admitted to be an unwarranted mo
nopoly of the taxicab situation at the Union Station? 

Mr. BLANTON. Make it unlawful for the Termilfl Co. to 
sell privileges there. . 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly willing for the 
gentleman to make his speech out of order, but I wish to make 
objection to and a point of order against the construction of the 
rules which the gentleman from Texas would contribute toward 
establishing if permitted to discuss taxicabs under this amend
ment to strike out the words "public welfare." 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Con
necticut makes tha_t point of order, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes out of order. 

Mr. TILSON. I have no objection to that. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani

mous consent to proceed out of order. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BLANTON. It js awfully hard sometimes to satisfy the 

powers that be. Here are the facts as they exist. I have 
shown you photographs where the Willard Hotel sells space all 
down the block line for money to one particular taxicab mo
nopoly, and no other taxicab company can use the space for a 
block. Look at the ~ictures I submit to you. 

Mr. SIMMONS. How much do they get for that space? 
Ml.'. BLANTON . . If the gentleman will read the hearings be

fore the Senate committee he will see that one man claimed 
they got several thousand dollars for it. However, they do sell 
taxi 8pace in public streets for money, and it ought to be 
stopped. Take the Hotel Washington. Look at the picture 
where it sells to a certain monopolistic taxicab company all 
street space along its curb. Look at the Raleigh Hotel. It is 
the same thing. They sell for money the street space there that 
belongs to the people, and no other taxicab company can come 
there. Look at the pictures of the Union Station. Why, they 
are blocked up there five and six deep and eight and nine long, 
and you can not drive into that station in the first or second 
driveways at all, because they are occupied by the Black & 
White Taxicab Co. Look at the photographs I submit to you. 

The directors of the Second National Bank down here in 
Washington form the Big Five here in Washington, and they 
control several of the big hotels here, and they are making 
money out of this monopolistic taxicab business. They are sell
ing street space for big money. 

Now, I want to submit this to you: The streets up to the very 
curb and sidewalk in front of every hotel in this city belong to 
the people, and the approaches down here to the Union Station 
are charged with a public interest and they belong to the peo
ple; yet when a Congressman or a Senator or a humble em
ployee of the Government in his little Ford takes his family 
down to that depot he has got to drive in the third driveway 
because the others are taken up by the Black & White monopo
listic taxicab company. 

Mr. SIMMONS. W'iiat is the gentleman's remedy for the 

long to the people and are charged with a public interest, and 
provide that no hotel company and that no terminal company 
shall sell any of same. 

There is the remedy for it. I put that in a bill here once, 
and it went to the Senate and was promptly stricken out there 
because the taxicab companies and their attorneys and the rep
resentatives of this Big Five appeared there and had it stricken 
out. 

Mr. TREADWAY. May I remind the gentleman that he has 
not made the picture bad enough as to the situation at the 
depot because there is an officer, not a member of the regular 
police force but an employee of the Union Station, placed there 
to see thaJ you do not get anywhere near the station. 

The CHaffil\lAN. The time of the gentleman f1·om Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for two minutes more. 
'.rhe CHAIRMAN: Without objection the gentleman from 

Texas may proceed for two additional minutes. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BLAKTON. I want to submit this to you, my colleagues, 

that the taxicab companies of Washington charge more than 
in any comparable city in the United States. Go to Detroit, 
and you can ride the first half mile there for 20 cents, and 
here, if you get in taxicabs of either the Black & White Co. or 
the Yellow Taxicab Co. and drive out to 2400 Sixteenth Street, 
they will charge you about $1 for it. 

They charge here about three times as much as they do in 
any other city in the United States comparable with Wash
ington. 

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. BLANTON. I yield. 
Mr. DOWELL. Is there any authority of law for the hotel 

companies to sell this space? 
Mr. BLANTON. None in the world ; and why on earth the 

commissioners permit it I do not understand. There is cer
tainly no law for it. 

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. DENISON. The commissioners have no right under the 

law to permit this? 
1\lr. BLANTON. ;rhey have no right in the world, but still 

they permit it and they are -going to continue to permit it 
until you direct them otherwise by affirmative law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has again expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. I simply put it up to ..this committee. It 
you want to let this monopoly exist here in the Nation's Capi
tal, all right. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
DISTRICT TRAINING SCHOOL 

For personal services in accordance with the classification act of 
1923, $35,000. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word and ask unanimous consent to proceed out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
1\lr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, I do this to call to the atten

tion of the House and particularly to the attention of the Dis
trict Committee, a situation which I think ought to be corrected. 

A young man from my district is here in the District of 
Columbia and has been here for some time. He has been here, 
I think, since the war. He was a marine. He served in France, 
made a splendid record there, and has now made application 
for a position on the police force here in this dty. He passed 
all the tests as to qualifications. He is a man of physical 
strength and has all the qualifications except they found he 
lacked a little bit in height. 

I called up Major Hesse, of the Metropolitan police force, 
and asked him if he could not reconsider this young man's 
application with a view to letting him go on the police force, 
telling him that he had a splendid record as a marine and that 
he had fought well for his country in France. The young man 
went down there and was reexamined physically and this morn
ing I received a letter from Major Hesse which I wish to have 
the Clerk read in my time. • 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the Clerk will read. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

METBOPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. 0., February 3, 1997. 

situation? Hon. E. E. DENISON, 
1\fr. BLANTON. 1\fy remedy is for you to do just like I pro- House of Representatives, Washington, D. a. 

posed here in this bill last year-put in an amendment asserting MY DEAR Co:NGREssMAN: Mr. w. B. Lipe called at these headquarters 
that the approaches to that d~pot and the street cu~bs here be· 1 and presented your letter of the 27th of January, and I ha~ him meas-



1927 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 2985 
ured by the officer in charge of our identification bureau and ascertained 
that he is 5 feet 7% inches in height in his stocking feet. 

Under the t-egulations, the minimum height requirement is 5 feet 
8 inches, and we are not permitted under the civil service law to waive 
any qualifications in individual cases. 

I regret that it is impossible to give him favorable consideration at 
this time. 

Very truly yours, EDWIN B. HESSE, 

Majo-r and Superintendent. 

Mr. DENISON. I assume Major Hesse was following out 
literally the civil service law, but it seems to me something 
ought to be done to allow the police department here enough 
discretion so they could make an exception now and then in a 
case of this kind, where an ex-soldier only lacks a small fraction 
of an inch in height. If I were in his place I would make such 
an exception if it could be done within the purpose of the law. 
Here is a man who has served his country in time of war. He 
was tall enough and he was good enough to go to France and 
fight for the counb·y. He made a splendid reco1·d, but now he is 
not tall enough by three-eighths of an inch to go on the police 
force here. He is 5 feet 7% inches high, only la.;king three
eighths of an Inch of being the 1·equired height after they take 
off his clothes and stand him up in his bare feet. If they could 
include the thickness of the soles of his shoes or of the hair 
on his head he would qualify. I think that is too small a matter 
to depriye a former soldier, who has served his country well, 
of the right to serve on the police force of the city of Wash
ington. If the civil service law specifies in detail how such 
measurements are to be made, and if the superintendent bas no 
discretion at all in administering the law, then I think the law 
ought to be changed. 

1\Ir. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. DENISON. Yes. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. We give our former soldiet·s preference in 

many other matters, and I quite agree with the gentleman that 
there ought to be this exception in favor of ex-soldiers. 

Mr. DENISON. I was going to mention the fact that we 
have made exceptions with respect to various other require
ments in favor of the boys who served the country in the 
late war. 

Mr. BLAN'l.'ON. And they ought to have it, and I think the 
gentleman is right in demanding this for them. 

1\Ir. MICHENER. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. DENISON. Yes. 
Mr . .MICHENER. Does the gentleman mean to say be would 

accept this man regardless of the law and regardless of the 
regulations, or does the gentleman mean to say he favors a law 
making such an exception? 

1\fr. DENISON. I think if I were in Major Hesse's position 
in the police department, if a soldier who had made a good 
recot·d for his country in the war and who possessed all the 
other requirements should apply to me for a position on the 
police force, I would accept him if he had the required height 
with a pair of shoes on. 

Mr. MICHENER. Regardless of what the law required? 
1\Ir. DENISON. I think I would, unless some positive re

quirement of the law and not a mere departmental regulation 
require that the measurements be taken with the shoes off. I 
might have to act otherwise. If I did I would then come to the 
proper committee and ask that the law be changed so as to 
~llow the police department some discretion .in such cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of t11e gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ST. ELIZABETHS HOSPITAL 

E'or support of indigent insane ot the District o.t Columbia. in 
St. Elizabeths Hospital, as provided by law, $1,200,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

Last year the Secretary of the Interior appointed a committee 
of trained experts to investigate the St. Elizabeths Hospital. 
On December 10 the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON] 
asked unanimous consent of the House that the report of this 
committee be printed. At that time the gentleman from Texas 
[1\Ir. BLANTON] objected, stating-
! have read the report,· and before the report was made I predicted to 
our Gibson committee just what this report would be. It is nothing in 
the world but a purposed, premeditated whitewashing, gotten up, in my 
judgment, at the instance of Doctor White himself, and it is a ridiculous 
proposition to let him have a bunch of men who are in the same situa
tion he is come into his department and whitewash him. 

Subsequently 1\Ir. CRAMTON introduced a resolution providing 
for the printing of this report, which was referred to the Com
.Wttee on Printing, and up until the present time ~e oo~ittee; 

has not reported the resolution, although 1 understand nU:-· 
merous Members of the House hav-e requested them to do so. 

Mr.. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will. 
Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will go to that committee 

he will find that they agreed lmanimously not to report it. 
:Mr . .ALDRICH. Then my argument is all the more pertinent. 
Mr. BL.A....~TON. The 1·eason whY they have refused was 

becau~e the appointing of said committee was done without the 
authority of law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 lmow it was done without the authority 
of law, but as long as we have the information I think the 
Members of the House are entitled to have it printed. We have -
~ad that committee of Yery distinguished experts who hav-e gone 
mto the matter thoroughly, and I think the Members of the 
House could get a gt·eat deal of information out of the report. 

Mr. BLANTON. The Gibson committee was making an in
vestigation of the subject, and in addition to that Congress 
passed a joint resolution directing the Comptroller General of 
the United States to go out there during the summer and make 
an exhaustive examination with all the machinery he has and 
make a report back to Congress in December. That was done 
Right in the. face of all that we find the distinguished Secretary 
of the Interior, who used to run an asylum very much like that 
at St. Elizabeths, in Colorado, who was friendly with every one 
of the so-called experts and whom some of us believe were 
appointed for special purposes. Does the gentleman think we 
ought to back up such a violation of law as that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think we .ought to have the information 
t~at th.e committee of experts can fmnish; whether it ue pub
lished In a separate report ·or included in the Gibson report, I 
do not care. My purpose in rising a.t this time was to show in 
brief, the qualifications of the various members of this c~m
mittee who were appointed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. BLANTON. Has the gentleman ever been out at St. Eliza
beths and checked up the foreign names of doctors there with 
whom Doctor White bas surrounded himself as his general 
staff? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not, but I am familiar with the 
names of those who made .the investigation, and I know one 
personally. I do not want to take up the time of the House 
now, but I am going to ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks on their qualifications. 

Mr. BLANTON. But not to put ~n the RECORD the report. 
Mr. ALDRICH. No. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con

sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Rhode Island asks 

unanimous ·consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD Is 
there objection: · 

Mr. BLANTOR With the understanding. that there will be 
no attempt to put in the report, I shall not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
1\Ir. ALDRICH. The investigating committee was composed 

of five of the most. eminent ~sy~hiatrists in the country, namely, 
Dr. George M. Kline, commiSSIOner of mental diseases in 1\llas
sachusetts and president of the American Psychiatric Associa
tion; Dr. H. W. Mitchell, superintendent of Wan·en State Hos
pital, at Warren, Pa., and former president of the American 
Psychiatric Association; Dr. Owen Copp, consultant for the 
development of the Pennsylvania Hospital and former president 
of the American Psychiatric Association; Dr. W. S. Smith 
provost at Indiana University, .at Indianapolis, Ind. and forme~ 
president of the American Psychiatric Associati~n; and Dr. 
Arthur H. Ruggl.es, superintendent of Butler Hospital, Provi
dence, R. I. I m1ght state that the presidency of the American 
Psychiatric Association is the highest honor that can be be
stowed upon a member of their profession. All of these men 
are of the highest character and integrity and are known 
throughout the world as leaders in their profession. They 
served on the commission without pay and their traveling ex
penses were disallowed by the Comptroller General on the 
ground that the Secretary of the Interior did not have author
ity to make the appointments. As a result of this ruling the 
Secretary of the Interior paid the traveling expenses out of 
his own pocket. 

It seems to me very unfortunate that a Member of the 
House should question the integlity of nien of this character, 
who were performing a pab·iotic service without compensation 
and who have no opp01:tunity of answering the insinuations 
as to their motives or professional ability. I am personally 
acquainted with Dr. Arthur H. Ruggles and know of the other 
members of the commission by reputation. I know Doctor 
Ruggles to be a man of the very highest standing, both per
sonally and professionally. During the war he was division 
psychiatrist of ~e Second Division of the American Exped.i· 
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tionary Forces and received a decoration from the French Gov
ernment for operating under heavy shellfire. · 

His e2>.-perience with the Army gave him a thorough under
standing of the nervous and mental disorders which so many 
of om· veterans suffered as a result of the war. Since the war 
he has been connected with the Butler Hospital in Providence, 
one of the leading private hospitals for the cure of mental dis
eases in the country, and is now superintendent of that insti
tution. Last year he was given a leave of absence from the 
Butler Hospital and became professor of psychiatry at Yale 
University and is still rated as clinical professor of psychiatry 
and mental hygiene at Yale. He is also chairman of the execu
tive committee of the National Committee for Mental Hygiene 
and acting medical director of the Connecticut Society for 
Mental Hygiene. Last year he received an honorary degree 
from Dartmouth College for his work in mental hygiene. The 
eare and treatment of those suffering from mental diseases is a 
highly technical science. Therefore it seems to me that it is 
extremely important that the investigation of an institution of 
the character of St. Elizabeths Hospital should be conducted 
by the \ery best men we can find who have had practical ex
perieuce in the care of these cases, the gentleman from Texas, 
l\1r. BLANTON, to the contrary notwith!:ltanding, and I consider 
that the Members of the House and the country as a whole are 
entitled to have this report printed in order that they may 
know whether or not the hospital under supervision of our 
Federal Go-rernment is being properly conducted, and, if it is 
not being conducted p1·operly, where the responsibility for its 
mismanagement rests. I know that Doctor Ruggles and the 
other members of the committee are far above signing their 
names . to any " whitewashing " report, and their sole motive in 
serving on the committee was for the purpose of aiding those 
unfortunates for whose welfare they have devoted their lives. 
I earnestly hope that the Committee on Printing will report 
1\Ir. CRAMTON's resolution with a favorable recommenda.tion 
and that it will be speedily acted upon by the House. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, one word in regard to the sit
uation at St. Elizabeths. The gentleman from Texas referred 
to a resolution whic:Q passed the House in July calling on the 
Comptroller General for a survey and report on St. Elizabeths 
Hospital. That survey and report have been printed. It was 
a very exhaustive investigation. So far as our inquiry is con
cerned, we welcome the information contained in report of the 
experts appointed by the Secretary pf the Interior and all other 
information that bears upon the situation at St. Elizabeths. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. Does not the gentleman think it would be 

for the benefit of the House if it had that information? 
1\Ir. GIBSON. Yes; to our committee and to all the :l\1embers 

of tile House. We ought to have all the information available 
if this matter is to come up for consideration in any form. 

1\Ir. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr . GIBSON. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. I think the best work that the gentleman 

from Vermont could do now, following the splendid work he 
has performed, would be to take some definite, logical, active 
step to remove Doctor White from St. Elizabeths. I think he 
has concluded, as some of the rest of us have, that Doctor 
White is not the proper man to be in charge of that institution 
with 4,400 men and women incarcerated there and 2,200 of 
whom ha\e never been adjudged insane by any order of court. 
I think the best thing he could do would be to take some step 
to get Doctor ·white out of there. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. The question was raised a minute ago about print
ing a certain report. That report was made by a committee 
of experts appointed by somebody to look into the St. Elizabeths 
situation. The resolution went to the Committee on Printing. 
It asked for: the printipg of the report, which is a very lengthy 
document, and, if my memory serves me, to make it a House 
document-in any event, to have it printed at the expense of the 
people. The only statement made to us as a reason for that 
is that there was not any Ia w for the commission and there 
was no way to pay for the printing of their report. The Com
mittee on Printing ha\e assumed that if Cabinet officers start 
out appointing investigating committees without authority of 
law and then have expensive reports made, it will be a good 
thing to have them pay for the printing of it themselves. We 
do not propose to load up this House with the expense of print
ing things that were incurred without authority of law and 
without any warrant whatsoever. That is the reason that has 
not been done. 

Tile CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
For pay of troops other tllan Government employees, to be disbursed 

under the authority and direction of the commanding general, $9,000. 

Mr. ZIHLl\IAN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I do this for the purpose of calling to the attention 
of the committee the appropriation for the National Guard 
of the District of Columbia for $35,550. I talked with the chair
man of the subcommittee and I had in mind offering an amend
ment increasing the amount appropriated for the National 
Guard by $10,000, but in view of the fact that the chairman of 
the subcommittee having this bill in charge is somewhat 
opposed to inserting items offered on the floor, I have re
frained from doing so. Just why the distinguished gentleman 
from lllinois should feel this way I do not know, because I 
think he is meeting with remarkable success in guiding the 
bill through the House. It is a great appropriation bill carry
ing $35,000,000. There have only been inserted on the floor of 
the House amendments totaling $35,000, with the exception 
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. CoLLINs] which was accepted by the committee. I con
gratulate the chairman of tile subcommittee and the other 
members upon it for the diplomacy, the tact, and the skill with 
which they are getting this measure through the House. As 
one Member of the House I am sincerely sorry that the dis
tinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FUNK] is not going 
to be with us next session. I feel that he has rendered a 
splendid service to the country and to the District of Columbia 
during his membership of the House and I know that I voice 
the opinion of other Members of the House that we are sin
cerely sorry he is going to leave us with the conclusion of the 
present session. [Applause.] • ., 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ZIHLM.AN. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. I voice the same sentiment myself and I 

think that is the feeling on both sides of the aisle. That i · 
shown I think in this, that while the bill is teeming with 
legislation no gentleman has yet made a single point of order 
against any provision. That is because of the fine feeling that 
the membership have for our friend, Mr. FuNK. [Applause.] 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, in reference to the National 
Guard of tile District of Columbia, this splendid military organi
zation which offered its service to the Government at the time 
of the Spanish-American War as a body, and again at the open
ing of the World War offered its services to the Government 
en masse, is to-day without a home. The only meeting placP 
and drilling quarters or hall they now have is one of the~e 
abandoned Government hotels on the Union Station Plaza. 
The members of the National Guard of the District of Columbia 
are forced in all kinds of weather to conduct their drills in the 
open. The officers of the National Guard have time and again 
made an effort to secure an appropriation for an armory, but 
without success. Not only that, but this splendid body of troop.· 
have been declared by the Attorney General of the United States 
to be a branch of the Federal Military Establishment. Tile 
commanding general, Gen. Anton Stephan, is appointed by the 
President of the United States and confirmed by the Senate. 
1.'hey are in a measure at least a part of the Federal troop~. 
Yet the several units of the National Guard have no armory, 
and if this dilapidated building is torn down, these civilian 
troops will be absolutely without a place to meet and drill. 
They receive in the bill only a total appropriation of $35,550. 
I am told by the officers of this splendid military regiment tha t 
$10,000 for rent for the various companies, white and colored , 
is insufficient. They submitted to the District Commissioners 
a proposal of $20,000 for rent and heat and an authorization to 
enter into contracts for a rental of $20,000 a year for a period of 
five years. That proposal was transmitted to the Bureau of 
the Budget, but was refused by that bureau. They appeared 
before this committee and again asked that their allowance for 
rent be increased and that they be given authority in the bill to 
enter into a contract for a period of five years. The committee 
saw fit to disallow that item. I have refrained from offering 
it on the .floor in deference to tbe wishes of the chairman of the 
subcommittee in the hope that the Senate Committee on Appro
priations for the District of Columbia will give comdderation 
to this matter and provide more adequat~ quarters, rented. if 
necessary, until an armory is provided for the National Guard 
of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FUNK. :Mr. Chairman, I rise in oppmdtion to the pro 
forma amendment. In order that there may be no misunder
standing, your subcommittee has recommended to the House 
every dollar submitted by the Bureau of the Budget. If there 
is a need for· an armory for the Militia of the District of Colum
bia, meeting that need does not lie within the province of your 
subcommittee. That would necessitate an authorization, and 
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I take it that authorization would have to come from the 
legislative committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
M1·. FUNK. Yes. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. The authorization for a public building 

does not come from the committee of which I am the chairman. 
Mr. FUNK. It certainly does not come from the committee of 

which I am the chairman. 
_Mr. ZIIILMAN. I personally introduced a bill to provide an 

armory for the District of Columbia. I appeared in behalf of 
that bill with the officers of the National Guard before the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Inasmuch as no 
favm·able action has been taken, I am suggesting that there 
should be a sufficient allowance for rental that will enable these 
troops to have a home in the District until such time as a public 
building can be supplied them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
ANACOSTIA RIYER AND FLATS 

For continuing the reclamation and development of Anacostia Park, 
ln accordance with the revised plan as set forth in Senate Document 
No. 37, Sixty-eighth Congress, first session, $217,500, of which amount 
$125,000 shall be available for expenditure below Benning Bridge, and 
not more than $92,500 shall be available immediately for the purchase 
of necessary land above Benning Bridge, no part of which shall be 
expended until options have been secured on the entire area of such 
necessary land above Benning Bridge at prices which do not exceed 
in the aggregate $92,500 plus the unobligated balance of funds now 
available for the purchase of such land : Provided, That the purchase 
price of any site or sites acquired hereunder shall not exceed the full 
value assessment last made before purchase thereof plus 25 per cent of 
such assessed value. 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 77, line 17, strike out the comma following the word 

" bridge " and all matter following do;vn to the colon in line 22. 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, since the committee wrote and 
marked up the bill we have given further consideration to this 
matter, and we are of the opinion that in the acquirement of 
the necessary land above Bennings Bridge it may be necessary 
to enter into condemnation proceedings; and if the language 
that appears here in the printed bill be enacted into law it 
might hamper the Army officers who are acquiring that land. 
I will M-Y we are recommending an appropriation here, together 
with the money on hand, that we think will be sufficient to 
acquire all the land that was contemplated to be purchased 
for this improvement above Bennings Bridge, and I ask that 
the amendment of the committee be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on tl!e amendment offered 
by the gentleman from illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION 

For each and every purpose requisite for and incident to the work of 
the National Capital Park and Planning Commission as authorized by 
the act entitled "An act providing for a comprehensive development of 
the park and playground system of the National Capital," approved 
June 6, 1924, as a.mended, including not to exceed $33,000 for personal 
services in the District of Columbia in accordance with the classifica
tion act of 1923, and not to exceed $200 for printing and binding, 
$600,000, to remain available until expended: Provided, That not more 
than $150,000 of this appropriation shall be available for the purchase 
of sites without limitation as to price based on assessed value and that 
the purchase price to be paid for any site out of the remainder of the 
appropriation shall not exceed the full value assessment of such prop
erty last made before purchase thereof plus 25 per cent of such assessed 
value. 

Mr. ZlliLMAN. I rise, 1\fr. Chairman, to make a point of 
order against this paragraph, that it is legislation on an appro
priation bill and a repeal of existing law; namely, the National 
Capital Park and Planning Commission act, which I send to 
the Chair for his information for ruling upon the point of 
order which I make. I call attention to the language at the 
bottom of the paragraph, in line 22, where the National Park 
Planning Commission is authorized to employ technical experts 
without regard to the classification act. This bill in repealing 
that law provides they must be employed in accordance with 
the classification · act, and I make the point of order that the 
language in line 14, "in accordance with the classification act 
of 1923," is legislatio~ repealing existing I~w. · 

Mr. GIBSON. If the gentleman will yield for a suggestion. 
The act to which the gentleman fl'Om Maryland refers in con
nection with the National Capitol Park Planning Commission 
provides that the commission is autho1ized to employ the neces
sary personal services, including personal services of the director 
for . planning and other expert planners, and so forth. Now, 
the commission is employing about four experts at the present 
time under the provisions of the original bill. I took up this 
matter, I will say to the gentleman, with the attorney for the 
Capital Park Planning Commission prior to this session and 
he made the suggestion that we could take care of the situa
tion by adding the precise words which the Bureau of the 
Budget suggested in its report; namely, to use the words which 
the committee used. Those words are "in accordance with 
the classification act of 1923," and then add these words, " and 
the act approved April 30, 1926 (54 Stat. L. p. 374) ," and I 
have prepared an amendment in accordance with the suggestion 
and I ask the gentleman if that will not take care of the 
situation? 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Well, I will say to the gentleman from Ver
mont that will probably take care of the situation, but the 
gentleman must realize, after the tumult of yesterday it is not a 
very easy matter to amend an appropriation bill upon the floor ; 
if it is stricken from the bill, if the Chair should hold the point 
to be well taken, the gentleman can offer his amendment then. 
I am trying to protect my rights as a member and chairman 
of the Legislative Committee tn raising the point of order that 
this is legislation on an appropriation bill, repeals existing law, 
and does not show upon its face an actual retrenchment of 
expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Maryland whether he has in mind the following provision in 
the act of April 30, 1926, which is an amendment to section 1 
of the act approved June 6, 1924, reading as follows: 

The said commission is hereby authorized to employ the necessary 
personal services, including the personal services of a director of 
planning and other expert city planners, such as engineers, architects, 
and landscape architects. Such technical experts may be employed 
at per diem rates not in excess of those paid for similar services else
where, and as may be fixed by the said commission, without regard to 
the provisions of the act of Congress entitled "An act for the classi
fication of civilian positions within the District of Columbia and in 
the field services," approved March 4, 1923, and amendments thereto, 
or any rule or regulation made in pursuance thereof. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes, sir; that is the legislation that I have 
in mind, Mr. Chairman. The further legislation, cited by the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GmsoN], which the act of April 
30, 1926, amends, I do not have before me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The act of June 6, 1924? 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to have a copy of 

that act. In the meantime the ~air would direct the attention 
of the gentleman from Maryland to this question : The language 
in the text of the pending bill appropriates not to exceed $33,000 
for personal services in the District of Columbia in accordance 
with the classification act of 1923. The portion of the act of 
April 30, 1926, read by the Chair, does provide that certain 
technical experts may be employed without regard to the pro
visions of the act of Congress known as the classification act. 
The question is whether Congress may not appropriate for per
sonal services other than of those who are designated here as 
technical experts, and whether such employees must not be 
employed in accordance with the classification act. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I quite agree with the Chair, but I call his 
attention to the fact that $33,000 has been appropriated for 
personal services in the. District of Columbia in accordance 
with the classification act, which, it seems to me. clearly brings 
these technical experts now employed on a per diem basis 
within the provisions of the classification act. 

The CHAIRMAN. It might prevent the employment of any 
such technical experts at alL 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Which is permitted by the act of April 30, 
1926. That is the point I make. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to have the opinion 
of some member of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I think the position of the 
committee could be briefly stated as this: We are appropriating 
for men employed under the classification act. The law does 
not make it mandatory that we employ these other per diem 
men. We are not appropriating for that purpose. If they can 
be employed under this act, well and good. But the law does 
not compel us to employ other employees outside of the classi
fication act, and we are not doing it. 

_Mr. ZIHLMAN. The employees of this commission that are 
employed in accordance with the provisions of the classification 
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act are, I think, two in number, and this sum total of $33,000 
was not intended to cover their salaries only but was intended 
to give this commission the privilege of employing recognized 
city planners and landscape engineers upon a per diem basis ; 
and under the appropriation made during the current fiscal 
year a celebrated firm of engineers has been employed by the 
commission to give per diem services to the commission in an 
ad-vi ory and planning capacity, and it is admitted by the 
member of the committee from Nebraska [Mr. SIMMONS] that 
this is intended to deprive the commission of those per diem 
senices that are permitted under the act of April 30, 1926. 

.1\lr. SIMMONS. That is not what I said. The language of 
the bill is plain. It says, " For employment of men under the 
classification act." We are not employing for the purposes set 
out in the bill that the gentleman referred to. The language 
is plain. If they can bring these men under the language of 
the bill, well and good. If they can not, they can not be paid 
out of this appropriation. 

Mr. ZIHLM.AN. Then the limitation will nullify the exist
ing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will a sk the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Z:rHLMAJ.~] if it is not within the power and 
province of the committee and of the Congress to refuse appro
priations for a particular purpose and under a particular provi
sion of a law? 

Mr . ZIHLMAN. I recognize the right of the committee and 
of the House to withhold appropriations for any purpose under 
the 1·ules of the House. But I have called the attention of 
the Chairman to the fact that this $33,000, which they make 
available, is not for employees now employed under the provi
sions of the classification act but is a limita tion for the purpose 
of nullifying and defeating the act of April 30, 1926. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ZIHLl\IAN. Yes. 
Mr. TILSON. The gentleman will concede that if this appro

priation is made as provided in the bill this money will be 
expended under the classification act, and hence according to 
law. This paragraph specifically says that not to exceed 
$33,000 shall be expended for personal services in the District 
of Columbia in accordance with the classification act. 

1\Ir. ZIHLMAN. No; I will say to the gentleman from Con
necticut, the distinguished majority leader, that the money will 
not be expended for the services required by the Park Com
mission, the purpose of the act which pro>ides that four city 
planners should be appointed without pay by the President of 
the United States, who have been working on this matter 
and who have been in consultation with the President as to 
the development of future plans for the city of Washington. 
They can not be employed under the p1·ovisions of the classi
fication act. Men of their standing in their profession could 
not and would not accept a position under the provisions of the 
classification act. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The gentleman's complaint is that we have 
not appropriated money to hire certain men that the general 
law says might be appropriated for? 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. No. My complaint is that by the language 
you have inserted in the bill you desh·oy the provisions of the 
act of April 30, 1926, creating a national park and planning 
commission and giving them the option and power to employ 
expert engineers and landscape artists on a per diem basis. 

Mr. SIMMONS. And thereby reduce the number of men on 
the pay roll. 

1\Ir. ZIHLMAN. You have reduced the number of men but 
you have carried the same total of appropriation. However, by 
the limitation you have made it impossible to employ per diem 
experts, as provided in the act which you seek to nullify by 
this language. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The Chair 
again calls attention to the language of the act approved April 
30, 1926, reading as follows: 

The said commission is hereby authorized to employ the necessary 
personal services, including the personal services of a director of plan
ning and other expert city planners, such as engineers, architects, and 
landscape architects. Such technical experts may be employed at per 
diem rates not in excess of those paid for similar services elsewhere 
and as may be fixed by the said commission without regard to the 
provisions of the act of Congress entitled "An act for the classification 
of civilian positions within the District of Columbia and in the field 
services," approved l\Iarch 4, 1923, and amendments thereto, or any 
rule or regulation made in pursuance thereof. 

- It seems clear to the Chair that this commission is authorized 
to have two classes of employees, certain employees rendering 
personal services under the general law, subject to the classifi
cation act, and certain other employees designated here as 

technical experts, who may be employed without regard to the 
classification act. 

Mr. ZIHLl\IAN. 1\Iay I call the attention of the Chair to the 
first sentence of the paragraph, "for each and every purpose," 
so that it is impossilJle under the language of this paragraph to 
employ per diem experts as provided by the Park and Planning 
Commission act, and this limitation does not only apply to the 
employees who are under the classification act of 1923 but to 
each and every employee, and it repeals and nullifies the park 
commission act. 

The CHAIRM~~. The Chair would think that the effect of 
the language is that the commission will be 'limited to $33,000 
for such personal services as may be employed in the District of 
Columbia in accordance with the classification act of 1923, and 
that there is no specific provision as to the employment of 
experts who are authorized under the act of April 30, 1926. 

1\Ir. TILSON. 1\Ir. Chairman, it would undoubtedly be in 
order under the act of April 30, 1926, to appropriate for these 
extraordinary employees, but the House is not compelled to 
appropriate for them simply because they are authorized by law. 

1\Ir. ZIHLMAN. I concede that point, 1\Ir. Chairman. I con
cede the House is not required to appropriate ; that this com
mittee can withhold its recommendation and the House can 
then take such action as it sees fit. 

Mr. TILSON. It -n-m be in order for the gentleman to offer 
an amendment, the appropriation being authorized under the 
act of April 30, 1926, but as the language of this bill now stands 
it undertaket:~ to appropriate for a certain purpose which the 
gentleman concedes is authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the limi
tation of the expenditure of $33,000 relates only to personal 
services in the District of Columbia in accordance with the 
classification act of 1923, and that the committee and the 
House are within their rights in thus limiting the appro
priation. If the effect is to withhold an appropriation for any 
other purpose, that is also within the power of the committee 
and of the House. The Chair therefore overrules the point of 
order. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment: Page 
80, line 14, after the word "Columbia," strike out the words 
"in accordance with the classification act of 1923." And on that 
I wish to be beard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland offers an 
amendment. which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by l\fr. ZIHLMAN: Page 80, line 14, after the 

word " Columbia," strike out the words " in accordance with the classi
fication act of 1923." 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I really think this is a mat
ter of some impo1·tance, not only to the members of this com
mittee but to the future development of the Capital City of 
the Nation. I believe that the act of 1926, amending the 
National Capital Park and Planning Commission act passed 
several years previously, is one of the great forward steps in 
the development of the Capital of this Nation. Under its pro
visions the President of the United States has appointed four 
eminent engineers and city planners, one of whom is Frederick 
Law Olmstead, of Brookline, Mass., who worked on the National 
Capital park plan of 1901, known as the McMillan park plan, 
and who has for years been giving his services and talents to 
the proper development of this city without cost to the 
Federal Government,. and who was appointed without salary 
as a member of this commission, who bas been aided in supple
menting his efforts by Mr. J. C. Nichols, one of the large real
estate developers of Kansas City and an outstanding man in 
his chosen profession, that of landscape and planning engineer 
and technical expert; Mr. Milton B. Medary, jr., of Philadel
phia, one of the most prominent architects of the United 
States, a member of the Fine Arts Commission of the Dis
trict of Columbia; and Mr. Frederic A. Delano, who bas had 
a great deal to do with the wonderful park plan and metro
politan area of the city of Chicago, and who was at one 
time the president of the Wabash Railroad Co. These four 
eminent citizens are serving on this commission without pay. 
Aiding them and counseling with them are the Chief of En
gineers of the United States Army, the Superintendent of 
Public Parks and Grounds in the District of Columbia, Col. 
U. S. Grant, 3d; the engineer commissioner of the District 
of Columbia, Col. J. Franklin Bell ; the head of the For
estry Service of the United States, Col. W. B. Greeley; the 
head of the National Park Service of the United States, Mr. 
Stephen A. Mather; and the chairmen of the two legislative 
committees of the House and Senate. In accordance with the 
provisions of the act of 1926 there has been employed on a part-
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time basis a noted firm of engineers and landscape engineers 
of the city of St. Louis, the members of which firm have come 
here and have acted in an advisory capacity to the commis
sion and its personnel, and have laid out a comprehensive plan 
for the future park, parkway, and street development of 
Washington. 

They have been following the original plans of Major !'En
fant and the plan approved by the McMillan Park Commis
sion of 1901. I feel that a great deal of the substantial progress 
of the past few years bas been due, in part, at least, to their 
wise counsel. 

These experts are being paid, as I have said, upon a part-time 
basis. Mr. Harlan Bartholamew, the head of this firm, is the 
man who drafted the present zoning law of the District of 
Columbia and is an outstanding man in his line. Their em
ployment 'was made upon the recommendation of the members of 
the commission who receive no salary. Under his supervision 
there is betng developed a plan of parkway and park develop
ment that is going to make this city within a few years one of 
the most beautiful cities in the world. 
• With the limitation, which has been held in order, providing 
that they must be employed under the provisions of the classi
fication act of 1923, the committee destroys the usefulness of 
the provisions of existing law. We are asking that we should 
not be compelled to employ only men who can come within the. 
provisions of the classification act simply because they can give 
full time to this work. We would then secure the services of 
men who are mere beginners in their line and who know noth
ing about the splendid plans that have been developed after 
years of consideration and effort on the part of those who want 
to see Washington a really beautiful city. 

Not a cent will be saved, because the commission is authorized 
to expend just as much under this paragraph of the bill as they 
are authorized to expend under the provisions of the current 
law, and all that is done is to lower the quality of men we se
cure without saving a single cent to the Federal Government. 

I feel that the committee in putting in this limitation is en
deavoring to destroy the purposes of the act of 1926 providing 
for the Park and Planning Commission, and is putting a restric
tion upon the kind of men the commission can employ, without 
saving a single cent, but lowering the quality of work that will 
be done for the Federal Government. I certainly hope this 
language in the bill will be stricken out. 

Mr. FUNK. 1\Ir. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the amend
ment to briefly point out that the only purpose the committee 
had was to safeguard the finances and the treasury of the Dis
trict. There is nothing unusual- in putting in the words ob
jected to, "in accordance with the classification act of 1923." 

Under that classification act, grade 7 is a special, professional 
grade, the salary of which is fixed at a maximum of $7,500. 
We thought we were following the lines of good business judg
ment to safeguard the appropriation, as other appropriations 
are saf~auarded, by applying to it the provisions of the classi
fication act. Without some such limita.tion this commission 
could, although they probably would not, spend the entire 
amount for one firm. 

The committee is in sympathy with the objects of the Capital 
Planning Commission, and when a properly presented applica
tion for appropriation comes to us for special services we no 
doubt will be willing to recommend the appropriation of the 
money. 

1\Ir. TINCHER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FUNK. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas. 
Mr. TINCHER. Was the committee familiar with the facts 

as explained by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. ZnlLM.A.N]? 
Mr. FUNK. It was not. 
Mr. TINCHER. In view of that explanation and. in view of 

the fact that every fair-thinking man interested in the Capital 
must appreciate the fairness of the situation, why does not 
the gentleman agree to the amendment? [Applause.] What is 
the object in not agreeing to the amendment? · 

1\Ir. FUNK. This language was in the bill last year. 
Mr. TINCHER. I understand that, but the gentleman from 

Maryland has made a fair explanation and has explained the 
reason for the law as it now exists. These men the gentleman 
referred to are not going to come in here under the classifica
tion act and become Government employees. 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FUNK. Yes. 
Mr. TILSON. Why could not the gentleman add to the lan

guage already in the bill, the language which was in the bill 
last year, " and personal services of temporary per diem em
ployees at rates to be fixed by the commission not in excess of 
current rates for similar employment in the vicinity." This 
would not increase the amount of the appropriation at all. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I would accept that modification if the 
gentleman would offer that as an amendment to my motion, 
because that is all I am trying to accomplish. 

Mr. TILSON. I am reading from the Budget, and as I: 
understand it, this is the language that was in the bill last year. 

Mr. FUNK. We will accept that. 
Mr. ZIHLlVIAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

modify my amendment as suggested b.y the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. TILSON], which is the language of the 
current law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from l\Iaryland may be modified in the man
ner indicated and the Clerk Will report the modified amendment. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Modified amendment offered by Mr. ZIHLMAN : Page 80, line 13, after 

the word "amended" strike out "including not to exceed $33,000 for 
personal services in the District of Columbia in accordance with the 
classification act of 1923," and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
"And personal services of temporary per diem employees at rates to 
be fixed by the commission, not in excess of current rates for similar 
employment in the vicinity, not to exceed $33,000." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
The. rates of assessment for laying or constructing water mains and 

service sewers in the District of Columbia under the provisions of the 
act entitled "An act authorizing the laying of water mains and service 
sewers in the District of Columbia, the levying of assessments therefor, 
and for other purposes," approved April 22, 1904, are hereby increased 
from $1.25 to $2 and $1 to $3, respectively, per lfuear front f~t for 
any water mains and service sewers Constructed or laid during the 
fiscal year 1928. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that no quorum \s present. The reason that I make that is that 
there is an item in the bill for the restoration of two items of 
water mains in Anacostia; and if there is going to be any dis· 
cussion, I want Members of the House here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes the 
point of no quorum. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
One hundred and ten Members present, a quorum. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to make a point of 
order against the paragraph on the bottom of page 83, that it 
is legislation on an appropriation bill and repeals existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from illinois desire to 
be heard? 

Mr. FUNK. I concede the point of order. We were attempt
ing to protect the taxpayers of the District; but if the gentle
man insists on the point of order, I concede that it is good. . 

Mr. ZffiLM.AN. I have made. an investigation of this matter. 
This paragraph authorizes an assessment of $6 per running foot 
on sewers, which is 100 per cent more than the cost. It is a 
revenue-producing item and has no place in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is clearlt subject to a point of order. 
The Chair sustains the point of order to the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For installing water meters on services to private residences and 

business places as may not be required to install meters under exist
ing regulations, as may be directed by the commissioners; said meters 
at all times to remain the property of the District of Columbia, $30,000. 

Mr. ZIHL~IAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to ask unanimous con
sent that with the concurrence of the chairman of the com
mittee to offer a perfecting amendment to the amendment 
adopted on page 80 a few moments ago. I am offering the 
amendment in lieu thereof drafted by the clerk of the com
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN.- The gentleman from Maryland asks unani· 
mous consent to return to page 80, under the heading of 
"National Park Planning Commission," for the purpose of offer
ing an amendment. Is there objection? 

Mr. TILSON. Let us hear the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment for 

information. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 80, line 15, after the figures " 1923," insert "and the act ap

_proved April 30, 1926, Forty-fourth Statutes at Large, page 374." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that at the present 
state of the record these words are not in the bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman's motion should be to vacate 
the action of the committee and insert the language he wishes 
to put in. 
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Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the action taken amending the paragraph be vacated. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 80, line 15, after the figures " 1923," insert "and the act ap

proved April 30, 1926, Forty-fourth Statutes at Large, page 374." 

The CHAIRMAN. The que tion is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For replacement of old mains in various locations, on account of 

inadequate size and bad condition of pipe on account of age, and laying 
mains in advance of pavement, $50,000. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 84, after line 10, insert the following : " For the laying of 

9,000 feet of 12-inch water main in Alabama Avenue SE., from Branch 
Avenue to the District line, $42,800." 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman and colleagues, in legislating 
for the District of Columbia Congress occupies a position of 
peculiar responsibility. It might be said that we occupy a fidu
ciary 1·elationship to the people of this District. They hl).ve no 
direct representation; they look to us for protection of their 
interests-even to a greater extent than if they were a con
stitllency to whom we were directly accountable. 

I want it to be distinctly understood that I have no complant 
to make against the genial chairman of the committee or my 
colleagues who have devoted such unremitting and persistent 
attention to the items in the bill. Where I have differed with 
them it has been wholly on matters of judgment, and I do not 
object to their holding a different point of view. 

They have given conscientious and careful study to the items 
of the bill, and at this time I cheerfully extend my compliments 
to the chairman of the committee, who is responsible for the 
cordiality and splendid relationship of all of the members of the 
committee. We may have our little differences, but when we 
have fought our battles we shake hands and forget them. The 
chairman of this committee is a good sport, and I am glad to 
pay him this tribute. 

With regard to this amendment, all I want to do is to restore 
an item which was submitted by the commissioners and aP
proved by the Budget-the need of which, in my opinion, is 
imperative. 
THIS ITEU DOES NOT TAKE A Sl~GLE DOLLAR OUT OF THE FEDERAL OR 

DISTRICT TREASURY 

Why do I take it upon my shoulders, single-handed, to talk 
for the people of this section, to have this water main built? 
In the first place, it was passed upon by the commissioners and 
appro\ed by the Budget. It does not take a single dollar out 
of the Federal revenues, it does not take a single dollar out 
of the District revenues. It comes out of the water fund of the 
D:strict. We have been liberal in the matter of water mains 
in other sections of Washington. Why do we ignore this par-· 
ticular section where there are people who have humble homes? 

NINETEE:-. POLLUTED WRLLS 

This is the situation. I shall not argue it. You have it in 
the hearings in front of you the same as I have, and they 
must be yotrr guide. On page 701 of the hearings the following 
colloquy occurred : 

Mr. GRIFFIN. I want to ask Colonel Bell a question as to the mat
ter of the condemnation of wells in this vicinity. Has the health 
department issued any orders in that regard? 

Colonel BELL. Many of them. 
Mr. GRIFFIN. What is the purport of those orders? 
Colonel BELL. That they are condemned, that their wells have been 

inspected and examined, and notice served on them that the water 
must not be used. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. What do the residents of that section do? 
Colonel BELL. Sometimes they go to other wells and sometimes they 

go over into Maryland and establish a tap some place and carry water 
from that area. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. How many water mains. are there on the east side of 
the Anacostia River; that is, in the entire section east of the Anacostla 
River? 

Mr. GARLAND. There are several water mains in this whole area 
through here [indicating on map] ; from Congress Heights up to here 
[indicating]. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Congress Heights and Bennings have their own mains? 
Mr. GARLAND. Oh, yes. 
Mr. FUNK. Where the density of population is very much greater. 
Mr. GARLAND. In a great many places it is, especially through 

Anacostia. 
Mr. FUNK. What is the average depth of wells that the hoW!eholders 

have in thls section? 
Mr. GARLAND. I can not answer that question. 
Mr. FUNK. That is a very important question. On the land I opemte 

I will sink a 4-inch well 175 feet deep and provide water !or the man 
who operates the land and for his stock, at a cost of three or four 
hundred dollars per well. I think that is a very important factor in 
this matter. If they have only 10-!oot shallow wells, of course their 
water is probably contaminated. 

DIG ARTESIAN WELLS OR BUY APPOLINARIS 
In other words, the people of this section, who would not be 

living there if they were overblest with money, are asked to lay 
out from three to four hundred dollars to dig artesian wells. 
In the meantime I suppose my colleague will advise them to 
drink Appolinaris. On page 699 of the hearing this is what 
Colonel Bell, the Commissioner of the District, said : • 

Mr. COLLINS. If this was a private corporation, owned by you, and 
you were engaged in operating it for profit, and these people filed a 
petition with you asking for an .extension of the mains out there, would 
you put them down? 

Mr. GARLAND. That is a hard question to answer. I can not say that 
immediately I would; if I had the funds, however, I would think it 
would be my duty to extend that main. 

Colonel BELL. I doubt whether we would. But we have an obliga
tion to the people of the District, when we condemn their wells which 
give them their water supply, to provide a proper water supply if we 
can. It is in the the interest of health and fire protection. 

I was interested, and I got this report on polluting the wells. 
This is a letter from W. C. Fowler, the health officer, to 
Commissioner Bell : 

In compliance with your instructions I have to report that the 
records of the health department show 24 wells located on premises on 
Alabama Avenue Sill. between Fifteenth Street and Twenty-fifth Street 
and between Branch A venue and Southern A venue SE., such territory 
being included in the proposed lines of extension of water mains. Ana
I;ysis of the samples taken from those wells since May, 1922, show in 
5 instances, on the first analysis, water to be potable and 19 polluted. 
Secondly, after superficial conditions were corrected, two of the wells 
from whlch the water was found polluted on first examination were 
then found to be potable. A great majority of the wells referred to, 
however, even after cleaning and doing everything possible to correct 
the surface contamination, were still found to be polluted. Unfor
tunately the records of the health department do not show the depths 
of the respective wells. 

Mr. Chairman, that is all I have to say on this proposition. 
The city condemns the wells and tp.en denies the people of this 
section the opportunity to get water by extending an existing 
water main. Remember, the expense of this comes out of the 
water funds of the District. It does not come out of the Fed
eral Government. The people pay for it them elves. It may 
be said that they are not able to pay for it now, and we will 
not get it all at once. Only 125 houses are affected in this 
section. Perhaps we will not get all of the money back, but if 
we lay these mains, we lay the foundation for the development 
of the section. It will grow up. It means increased revenue, 
it means increased assessments and increased tax revenue. 

1\fr. WEFALD. Have all of the rest' of the water mains in 
the District been extended in the same manner? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes. I asked the water commissioner on 
that point about the other water mains. The District is full of 
water mains. Bennings has them ; Anacostia has them; Con
gress Hejghts has, but this section over here is absolutely neg
lected. I would not insist upon it except that this terrible 
condition confronts them. 

Mr. ZIHLl\fAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. Is this the same section of the city where 

the committee by reducing the quality of the paving over the 
recommendations of the Budget Bureau saved some $75,000 or 
$80,000? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Exactly. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. The southeast section. 

THE DISTRICT SHOULD HAVE NO STEPCHILDREN 
l\Ir. GRIFFIN. We ought not to have any stepchildren in 

the District of Columbia. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. And the gentleman contends that sewers 

and water ought to be extended and made available to all sec .. 
tions of the city 1 
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Mr. GRIFFIN. They are prime essentials. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. The principal thing pr()

vided in the gentleman's proposition is the conservation of the 
health of the families in these 125 houses. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. That is the idea, and, furthermore, fire pro-
tection. · 

1\!r. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, I have no personal interest in 
this matter. The action of your committee was based upon 
the following reason : Here is an item of $42,000 for the 
purpose of running a 12-inch water main 2 miles to accommo
date five or six hundred people. The real purpose of this · 
expenditure, as I view it, is to carry the water mains to the 
District line, beyond which is a considerable group of people, 
and after the water main has been constructed and put in, 
then it will follow that our good friends from Maryland will 
ask the privilege of attaching to the 12-inch main so as to 
have practically free water without any investment in a pump
ing plant or anything else. I have no interest in it except as 
a business man, but I do not think we should spend $42,000 
on such a proposition, I do not care whose money it is, whether 
the water fund or the taxpayers' money, which will merely 
accommodate about five or six hundred people. There is a 
mile or a mile and a half of undeveloped territory or farm 
land before you reach this little fringe of houses right on the 
District line. How many Members of this Hou e have a com
munity, a district of 500 people who would bond themselves 
for $42,000 for water works. I have fifty or a hundred such 
communities in my district, t!nd I do not know of one which 
would voluntarily vote to bond themselves in the amount of 
$42,000 where the population is only four, five, or six hundred. 
Those are the facts and reasons which control your commit
tee. The cost i~ $5 ~ foot, and when the District revenues are 
finally reimbursed there will be about 80 cents a running foot. 

Mr. COLLINS. Colonel Bell says that iE! undivided property 
and that no a~:>sessment would be made against the property 
owner. 

Mr. FUNK. I realize we have taken much longer than I 
anticipated, and I do not care to prolong the discussion. 

Mr. ZIHLl\IAN. Will the gentleman yield for one question? 
1\Ir. FUNK. Yes, sir. 
1\Ir. ZIHLMAN. Will the gentleman cite any instance where 

the citizens of Maryland are using District water by connect
ing up; I have not heard of it. 

Mr. FUNK. I know there was a proposition from Virginia 
to get water across Chain Bridge which was turned down. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will say that Congress authorized that 
at the present session of Congress. 

Mr. FUNK. They did not do it by my vote. 
The CHAIRM.A.N. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from New York. 
• The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 

appeared to have it. 
On a division (demanded by Mr. GRIFFIN) there were-ayes 7, 

noes 36. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 84, preceding the matter in line 11, insert the following: "For 

the laying of 4,300 feet <lf a 12-inch water main in Alabama A ~enue SE. 
from Fifteenth Street to a point opposite Garfield School, $20,700." 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman and colleagues, notwithstand
ing the fact that the amendment for the building of this other 
water main has been ignominiously defeated I will say that I 
am not downhearted. I am going to go through with this 
work because I believe I am right. I am sorry I can not stir 
my colleagues of this House, which is the legislative body, 
and ought to be the protectors of this District, to see the im
portance of safeguarding the health of its inhabitants. They 
may be very humble, but they are human beings. Put . on your 
thinking caps, think of yourselves ; stir up your hearts, animate 
your souls an<l be a little bit liberaL 

This amendment I offer to you is for only 4,300 feet of water 
main from Fifteenth Street to Twenty-fifth Street, between 
water mains already in existence. Will you gentlemen look at 
that map and see what it is for? It is the necessary connecting 
link to connect up two existing water mains. That is all it 
does, and at the expense of only a few thousand dollars. Then 
as my friend from Maryland said, we saved $75,000 out of this 
District by cutting down their item for paving. Now let us 
warm up a little and give these people at least this much 
needed relief. 

The people in this stretch of territory-4,300 feet-are in a 
ba<l way. It is rather ungenerous to ask them to walk 2,000 
feet-over a thir!l of a mlle-.to the !!earest hy(4'!tnt. 

1\Ir. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to say one 
word. This proposition is on all fours with the other, except 
these people do have water and both schools referred to have 
water in the school buildings. I am opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield at 
that point? 

Mr. FUNK. Yes. 
Mr. GRIFFIN. Where do they get their water from? From 

the end; and they have got to walk up to the end, 2,000 feet, in 
each case. 

1\Ir. Fffi\"K. There is a hydrant right there. 
Mr. GRIFFIN. The people there have to walk 2,000 feet. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. GRIFFix]. 
The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 

the noes appeared to have it. 
Mr. GRIFFIN. A division, ?.Ir. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York cans for 

a division. · 
The committee divided; and there we1·e-ayes 4, noes 47. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For the laying of approximately 21,000 feet of 48-inch water main 

from the intersection of Nebraska and Wisconsin Avenues to Georgia 
Avenue imd Military Road, and for an addition to Reno Reservoir, 
$700,000, to be available immediately, of which amount $363,500 shall 
be paid from the revenues of the water department and $336,500 from 
the revenues of the District <lf Columbia. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts moves 
to strike out the last word. . 

Mr. TREADWAY. And ask unanimous consent to proceed 
for five minutes out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes out of order. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, in this morning's mail I 

received a letter from a publication called the National Tribune, 
printed in Washington, finding fault that Members of Congress 
are not printing in the RECORD their letters advertising them
selves in connection with pension matters. I have been looking 
into this matter a little, because I have received letters from 
some elderly pensioners saying that every little while they 
receive a communication from the National Tribune asking 
them for a subscription. 

I sent a post-office inspector a short time ago to one of these 
widow ladies, an elderly woman unable to write very distinctly 
and probably with a mind not as keen as those possessed by 
Members of Congress. She thought that every time a letter 
like that came, in order to do anything toward future pensions, 
she should pay money to this organization-a grossly erroneous 
impression, or a representation that carried a wrong impression 
to this lady. By the way, the lady writes me that she has 
$30 in bank, of which she sent $8 to this publication down 
town. 

The post-office inspector found that on the last wrapper of 
the National Tribune it appeared that her subscription had 
been paid to 1933 ! The chances are that this elderly lady 
will be dead and buried before that time expires and that the 
National Tribune will be that much the gainer. 

I find further that our former highly respected Member from 
Illinois, Mr. Fulle1·, now deceased, in the last speech he made 
in this House referred to this abuse on the part of the National 
Tribune on the susceptibility of widows and soldiers of the 
Civil War. He called the National Tribune and its editors 
pretty plain names in his speech of April 6, 1926. 

I know of no better way to convince these poor women that 
they are being deceived by this publication than to bring it to 
the attention ~,_of the Members of the House in this manner. 
There is no use in writing to the National Tribune to stop 
this method of solicitation, which has been going on for a 
number of years. The only thing we can do is to make it 
known that these widows and soldiers of the Civil War should 
not consider the National Tribune as their Bible. They ought, 
as this widow did when she appealed to me, to find out why 
these sums of money are being demanded almost monthly by a 
publication which does them no good, and which does the cause 
for which this publication pretends to be striving undue harm. 

I hope my colleagues will answer letters similar to the one 
I have received in the way they ought to be answered. I am 
going to do it, and J: ask the rest of you to help me. We ought 
to ca,ll attention to t;his publication in such a way that it can 
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not continue to draw the few dollars of the widows out of 
their purses for private gain. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Is there any indication of a purpose to 
use the mails to defraud'? 

l\Ir. TREADWAY. Yes. That is why I wrote to the Post 
Office Department. I am afraid that they are just smart 
enough not to come within the provisions of the law. But I 
certainly shall refer such letters to the department. I hope 
the l\Iembers will do all they can to inform their constituents 
of the method of the National Tribune, and that they neither 
need to send subscriptions or pay dues to this publication to 
secure their pensions from the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
That any person emrployed under any of the provisions of this act 

who bas been employed for 10 consecutive months or more shall not be 
denied the leave of absence with pay for which the law provides. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Cra~en, its 
principal clerk, annolmced that the Senate insists upon its 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 15547) entitled "An act to 
authorize appropriations for construction at military posts, and 
for other purposes," disagreed to by the House of Representa
tives, and agrees to the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
as conferees on the part of the Senate, Mr. WADSWORTH, Mr. 
REED of Pennsylvania, l\Ir. BINGHAM, ~Ir. Fl.NrcHER, and Mr. 
SHEPPARD. 

The message also announced that the Senate insists upon its 
amendment to the bill (H. R. 10728) entitled "An act authoriz
big the Secretary of War to convey to the As~ociation Siervas 
de Maria, San Juan, Porto Rico, certain property in the city of 
San Juan, Porto Rico, disagreed to by the House of Representa
tives, and agrees to the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon and had appointed 
as conferees on the part of the Senate, Mr. WADSWORTH, l\fr. 
REED of Pennsylvania, Mr. BINGHAM, 1\Ir. FLETCHER, and Mr. 
SHEPPARD. 

The message also announced that the Senate insists upon its 
amendment to the bill (H. R. 11615) entitled "An act providing 
for the cession to the State of Virginia of sovereignty over a 
·tract of land located af Battery Cove, near 'Alexandria, Va.," 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and agrees to the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part 
of the Senate, Mr. WADS WORTH, Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, and 
Mr. FLETCHER. . 

The me~:"sage also announced that the Senate bad agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 3!)28), "An act authorizing the designation of an ex-officio 
commissioner for Alaska for each of the executive departments 
of the United States, and for other purposes." 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL 
. The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi moves to 

strike out the last word. 
Mr. COLLINS. 1\Ir. Chairman, many of the Members of this 

House have been good enough to commend the bill brought in 
by our subcommittee of the Appropriations Committee both for 
this and last year, and I want to suggest right here that much 
of the completeness and thoroughness of these measures are due 
to the splendid chairman of this subcommittee, FRANK H. FUNK. 
He has worked with a conscientious zeal at all times to achieve 
the best results from the tasks of our subcommittee. He has 
striven to give the District adequate appropriations consistent 
with its needs and the public welfare. He has remained pains
taking and fair under all conditions and, above all, uniformly 
courteous to all in the progress of our work. His fellow mem- • 
bers do not wonder why he has been of such signal help to corn 
growers throughout the land in whose behalf he has labored by 
means of untiring experiments that have brought into being 
better grades of corn. 

We have glimpsed his intelligent insight into vexatious prob
lems and learned his efficient manner of meeting worry and 
grappling with it. Certain it is that be completes his work with 
om· subcommittee adorned with the affection and unstinted 
admil'ation of every member of it-Republican or Democrat
and I wish for him, whether he enter the private pursuits of life 
or again the arena of public office, the unmeasured success that 
a friend wishes for one he feels to be right-thinking, ho~est, 

warm-hearted, patriotic, and sincere. [Applause, the Members 
rising:] 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, it is a privilege, on behalf 
of other members of the Appropriations Committee, to add just 
a few words to those that have been spoken with reference to 
our beloved colleague, FRANK FuNK. We men who have served 
with him on this subcommittee have learned to love him as one 
man learns to love another in whom he finds by personal ac~. 
quaintanceship those true characteristics that go to make Up 
sterling American manhood. 

Mr. FuNK has brought to the Congress, to the Appropriations 
Committee, and to the service of the District of Columbia a 
great wealth of practical business experience and judgment. 
We have found him in the committee always open-minded, al
ways courteous, and always fair. He goes out fl•om the service 
of this committee and of the Congress · with the best and most 
sincere wishes of his colleagues on the subcommittee, the main 
Committee on Appropriations, and I am certain, also, with the 
best wishes of the Congress, no matter what task be may take 
upon himself in the years that are to come. Fortunate, indeed, 
are we who have been privileged to serve with him, fortunate, 
too, those whom he has served while here, and fortunate, also, 
will be those who may hereafter secure his services. [Ap
plause.] 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 
The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill. 
l\Ir. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, I want to reserve a point 

of order against the language found in lines 1 and 2 at the top 
of page 89, the lines in question being, " in accordance with 
the regulations of the General Supply Committee or." I think 
that is clearly legislation but I do not want to press the point 
of order if there is any good reason for the inclusion of that 
language in this section. 

Mr. FUNK. 1\Ir. Chairman, I think I can satisfy the gen
tleman. Your subcommittee went into that matter very thor
oughly in connection with Mr. Brown, of the Bureau of Effi
ciency, and we investigated what the General Supply Com
mittee is doing for the Federal Government. 

When the General Supply Committee was first organized and 
established each department, bureau, and division of the Gov
ernment wanted to be exempted and excepted from the pro
visions of the General Supply Committee act, claiming they 
had special reasons and conditions whereby they could not 
function properly ; ·but as a business man I can not see any 
reason why pur-chases made on behalf of the District of Colum
bia government should not come under the operations of the 
General Supply Committee. Here is a g1·eat committee, that 
is familiar with markets and prices, and it establishes sched
ules whereby the various departments of the Government may 
make their purchases at agreed contract prices. Now, it is 
just a matter of good business for the District of Columbia to 
make its purchases in that way. • 

Mr. KETCHAM. I agree that as an argument that is very 
splendid, but it occurs to me also that in cases where the 
District Commissioners might purchase at a less price, as the 
beaJ;ings show they are able to do in connection with at least 
20 items, they ought to be given that privilege, so that this 
language ought to provide that they be given their choice. 
Will the gentleman please cover that point? 

Mr. FUNK. The General Supply Committee, of course, makes 
purchases for the Federal Government amounting to millions 
and tens of millions of dollars. It is fair to assume that in 
buying in great quantities they get the very bedrock and 
bottom price that comes through quantity purchases, and fur
thermore, this bill has been drawn and written on the theory 
that this language would not be seriously objected to and that 
the purchases on behalf of the District government would be 
made through the General Supply Committee. It is possible 
that there might be occasional items that the District could 
run around and buy slightly cheaper ; but this is good business ; 
it coordinates the activities of the District government with 
the Federal Government, and I think it ought to be given a 
trial for at least one year. 

Mr. KETCHAM. The gentleman thinks the language is sub-
ject to a point of order if it were pl~essed? 

Mr. FUNK. I concede that. 
1\fr. KETCHAM. I shall not press it. 
Mr. FUl\TK. Ml'. Chairman, I move that the committee do 

now rise and report the bill back to the House with the amend
ments, with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed 
to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Rpenker having 

resum'ed the chair, Mr. CHINDBLOM, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
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that committee having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
16800) making appropriations for the government of the Dis
trict of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole or 
in part against the revenue of such District for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1928, and for other purposes, had directed him 
to report the same back to the House with sundry amendments, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and 
that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill and amendments to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 
. The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend

ment? If not, the Chair will put them en grosse. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. . 
. The SPEAKER. The question is now on the engrossment and 

third reading of the bill. 
. The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of 1\fr. FUNK. a motion to reconsider the vote 

whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. . 

LEGISJ..ATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
16863) making appropriations for the legislative branch of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for 
other purposes; and pending that motion, I would like to ask 
unanimous consent that for the present the time be equally 
divided and controlled by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
TAYLOR] and myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that general debate on the bill be controlled one-half 
by himself and one-half by the gentleman from Colorado. Is 
there objection? · 

There was no objection. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House op the state of the Union for the considera
tion of the bill H. R. 16863, the legislative appropriation bill, 
with Mr. TINCHER in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairn!an, I ask unanimous 

consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
. The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes 

to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NEWTON]. [Applause.] 
. Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, this coming 
week the House will consider the 1927, or third Haugen bill. 
The first one was considered in 1924. By the fixing of a ratio 
price it fixed a domestic price comparable with the all commodi
ties index price. In the 1926 bill the ratio-price scheme was 
abandoned for one which would fix and maintain a domestic 
price on certain basic commodities of which we have more or 
less of an exportable surplus. This domestic price was to equal 
the world price plus the tariff. The 1926 bill was clothed in 
different and to some, what appeared to be, more attractive 
garments. The 1927 bill was drafted with the same basic idea 
as the 1926 bill. It has been changed in some details. For 
example, the tariff yard stick has been eliminated. There is no 
provision for an embargo on importations of basic commodities 
while the control is in operation. In some of its details this 
latest bill is more unsound and unworkable than its predeces
sors. In other words, in spite of changes in detail, this bill 
has all of the essential principles of the 1926 Haugen bill and 
is open to the same and probably more objections. 

The 1924 bill had substantial farmer support, but little sup
port elsewhere. It was decisively beaten in the House and 
failed even of consideration in the Senate. In 1926, in my 
judgment, there was in my part of the country less of a cry 
from the farmers for this character of legislation than there 
was in 1924. But the ranks of those who did want this legisla
tion were swelled by others whose business was being adversely 
and directly affected by the condition of the farmer. I refer to 
farm-land investments, mortgages, and so forth. This bill failed 
of passage in both Houses. 

In 1927, when a good many farmers have ceased to expect 
Telief of this kind and are spending little time in asking for it, 
we find the ranks of those who are demanding this sort of legis
lation further increased. Among them are those who are in
terested in commencing a major political engagement in the 
Nation, which will be staged possibly in about Qne year froxq 
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now. With this help the proponents of this legislation hope to 
make better progress in 1!}27 than they made in 1924 and 1926. 

Mr. CJ;lairman, I opposed this bill in 1924, again in 1926, and 
I am opposed to it to-day. I am opposed _to it for I am con
vinced that if passed and put into effect that the farmer whom 
it is designed to benefit will not only not profit from · it but will 
suffer substantial loss if it is enacted. It is possible that farm 
v.alues might be temporarily stimulated. The ultimate effect, 
however, would be to ·further depress farm values. In the long 
run all would be detrimentally affected by this legislation. 

Just what does the 1927 Haugen bill do? Its purpose as to 
certain commodities of whiCh it is claimed we have an export
able surplus is to raise the domestic price sa that it will equal 
the world price plus the tariff. Further details I shall discuss 
later. 

The occasion for this control and admitted interference with 
the laws of- sup-ply and demand is the shrinkage in the pur
chasing power of the farmer's dollar as compared with this pur
chasing power prior to the war. In other words, it is claimed 
that a dollar's worth of farmer products will not purchase as 
much-compared with a dollar's worth of other commodities
as the farmer's dollar in pre-war times. I want to see a res
toration of a normal balance between the price of farm and 
other commodities. I feel, however, that this can not be done 
by the provisions of the Haugen bill. We have been making 
progress in that line. In 1921 the farmer's dollar, as compared 
with the doll'ar of nonagricultural commodities, was 51 cents 
below. To date it }).as been raised so that it is now about 18 
or 20 cents below that figure. This shows a coming together of 
this disparity in prices. This has been due in part to sound 
and helpful legislation. There can be no question but that the 
emergency tariff law of 1921 assisted the farmer materially. 
He was further assisted by the more highly protective pro
vision of the For:dney tariff lf.I.W of .1922. As to wheat and 
butter, he has been even more highly protected by increase in 
the duties on those products through the efforts of the Tariff' 
Commission under the flexible conditions of the Fordney 
~~ . 

It is claimed by some that the farmer buys in a protected 
market and sells in an unprotected market. I deny this. As 
a matter of fact, the farmer enjoys substantial protection upon 
practically everything that he produces. Ninety per cent of 
the products of the farmer are consumed in this country. 
This is his big market. He is protected in the enjoyment of 
that market to the very fullest extent. He has practically no 
~ompetition coming in from abroad. It is infinitesimal when 
compared with the total consumption of his products here. The 
late Senator Knute Nelson said in my presence just prior to 
the final passage of the Fordney bill that the farmers of the 
country had been given practically every duty that they had 
asked for. Those of us who were here during the hearings and 
debate on the Fordney bill know that that statement is abso
lutely true. The farmer never had a better friend than Sen
ator Knute Nelson. Later on I shall demonstrate how, as to 
wheat, the farmer gets substantial benefit from the protective 
tariff on this commodity. Included among a large number of 
items on the free list are farm machinery, manufactured leather 
goods, oil, lumber, and so forth. - · 

Mr. Chairman, this Haugen bill, like its predecessors, is un
sound ' in theory, violates all economic laws, would be found 
unworkable in practice, and do the farmer incalculable harm if 
put in to effect. - -

As to its economic unsoundness, let me elaborate: This bill 
will stimulate overproduction. That is one of the causes of 
the farmer's present trouble. All recognize this and the diffi~ 
culties in controlling production in an industry so individual
istic as that of the farmer. Why will this bill stimulate pro
duction? The obvious purpose is to increase the domestic price. 
That is in itself an inducement for the farmer to plant more. 
There is always an increased acreage put to wheat following 
a year of -high prices. Prior to 1914 the wheat acreage in this 
country remained fairly stable. At that time the average farm 
price per bushel was under $1. In the following five years the 
wheat acreage in this country increased until in 1919 it reached 
76,500,000 acres. When the slump in prices came, acreage was 
decreased, but, following the high prices of 1924, the acreage 
was increased 5,000,000 acres, or 10 per cent. There has been 
an increase in the winter-wheat acreage for this coming crop 
year of 5 per cent, notwithstanding all of the talk that we have 
heard about low prices. 

To-day, while we are producing about as much wheat per 
capita as we did 25 years ago, we are consuming, per capita, 
more than 1 bushel less per annum. The per capita consump
tion 25 years ago was 5.47 bushels; in 1925 it had dropped to 
4.26 bushels. This ~ounts to over 20 per cent and represents 
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a decline in consumption equivalent to 125,000,000 bushels annu
ally. It would seem, therefore, that· the wheat farmers' prob
lem is more one of declining consumption than the handling of 
exportable surpluses. The same thing is true of cotton. For 
a period of 40 consecutive months the average farm price of 
cotton never fell below 20 cents a pound. Much of the time it 
was higher. Under this stimulus the cotton farmer increased 
his acreage from 30,000,000 in 1921 to 47,653,000 in 1926. Gen
tlemen, it is a losing game to chase prices with acreage. That 
is exactly what this bill will do. Surely the proponents of this 
legislation should make provision in_ the law so that if acreage 
or production is increased following the first year of control, 
that the control shall then cease to operate. 

The bill is also unsound in that it will project the Govern
ment into the business of buying, processing, selling, or other
wise handling and disposing of these basic commodities. They 
are necessities of life. The aggregate value of their products 
annually amounts to several billions of dollars. I do not want 
to turn this great business involving the necessities of life to 
be controlled by any governmental agency. The powers given 
to the Federal board under this act are far greater than were 
held by the Food Administration during the World War. Let 
us examine this bill in detail. 

There is created a Federal farm board of 12 members, one 
from each of our Federal land-bank districts. They are ap
pointed by the President-<>ne from each district. He must 
select them from a list of three eligibles whose names are sub
mitted by a -nominating committee of five. Four of the fi-ve 
members of this nominating committee are elected by farm or
ganizations and cooperatives in the land-bank districts. The 
other is appointed by the Secretary of Agriculture. Members of 
the Federal farm board must be citizens of the United States. 
No other qualification is prescribed in the law. They dtaw 
$10,000 annually. It is this board which is given control of these 
basic agricultural commodities. 

The board is authorized to put the conb:ol into effect when
ever it finds that there is or may be a surplus of a given com
modity during the ensuing year (1) above the domestic require
ments or (2) a surplus above the orderly marketing. '.rhis 
latter term is so :flexible as to permit the putting into opera
tion of the control whenever the board wants to do so. The 
only restrictions upon the board are that it shall not commence 
or terminate control unless members of the board representing 
districts producing more than 50 per cent of the commodity 
acquiesce therein. There is a further provision that the con· 
trol must be desired by the advisory council for the commodity and 
a substantial number of cooperatives engaged in that commodity. 

The surplus is to be removed, withheld, or otherwise disposed 
of by the board contracting with cooperatives handling the com· 
modity controlled or with associations created by them or with 
persons engaged in processing the commodity. By processing 
is meant the milling of wheat, the ginning of cotton, the crea
tion of 1,000 or more of pork products, and so forth. 

Pro-vision is made for the payment by the board of the 
"losses, costs, and charges " of the concern disposing of the 
commodity. The words " remove " and " dispose " may very 
well mean " destroy." Whether destruction of these basic 
commodities is contemplated I do not know. It would appear 
that the board will have power under the terms and provisions 
of this act to make agreements permitting of this and can 
assume the burden of paying for its being done. 

Public money is to be advanced for the doing of all of this. 
A revolving fund of $250,000,000 is authorized to be paid out 
of the Treasury in order to commence the financing of opera· 
tions of this governmenta~ control. This sum will not last 
long in operating in any basic commodities. It is to be reim· 
bursed from a fund to be created by the payment of an equali
zation fee. This fee is to be fixed by the board. There is no 
appeal from its decision to anyone. Neither is there an appeal 
from its decision in putting the control into effect. The exer
cize of their discretion under the terms of the bill is final. 
The equalization fee is to be collected upon every unit of the 
coD.llhodity placed under control. The collection is to be made 
upon either the "sale, processing, or transportation" of such 
unit. For example, upon each bushel of wheat and pound of 
swine, and so forth, the fee will be levied. 

It must be evident that this scheme will project the Govern· 
ment through its agents into the business of buying and selling 
these commodities. It means price fixing by the board, because 
the board must obviously direct the exporter, miller, packer, or 
ot11er processor as to quantities and prices at which they must 
buy and sell. Otherwise the scheme would give the packers, 
millers, and so forth, carte blanche to deal in these commodities 
without restriction as to either price or volume. Bear in mind 
that "losses, costs, and charges" are to be borne by the board 
out of its funds. 

It must be obvious fhat to undertake to pay the lo ses to 
any commercial concern of any po1·tion of its products means 
that this portion will embrace all of the residues upon which 
no profit can be earned in the domestic market. This consti
tutes a practical guarantee of unlimited profits in the domestic 
market. Surely neither farmer nor consumer wants this. It 
must follow unless the board regulates purchases and sales, 
in both price and volume, that this will happen. The moment 
the board does do this it is direct price fixing and nothing else. 

Furthermore, if a price is not fixed by the board, ther~ will 
certainly follow in the operation of this control a discrimina
tion against those farmers who, through lack of storage facili- . 
ties or shortage of funds, can not hold their wheat for the 
maximum price. He will pay the same equalization fee as his 
more fortunate neighbor. To illustrate. The board e timates 
a probable surplus and puts the control into effect. This prob
able surplus is estimated at 200,000,000 bushels. The total crop 1 

is 800,000,000 bushels. The control goes into effect July 1. 
That is the beginning of the crop year. Let us assume that at I 
that thne the world plice is $1 per bushel. The domestic .. 
price is $1.15. By putting the control into effect, the board 1 
seeks to advance the domestic price where it will e\entually 
equal the world price plus the tariff and freight. If the tariff 

1 
is 42 cents and the freight say 12 cents, the price sought to be 
attained will be $1.54. Through the agencies appointed the 
wheat is bought at the then domestic price of $1.15. The buying 
is continued from time to time until the entire surplus of 
200,000,000 bushels is purchased. The domestic price will then 1 

reach the world price plus tariff and freight, or $L54. The 
first farmer who sold would sell at the then domestic-market 
price of $1.15. The othe~·s selling somewhat later would receive J 

amounts in excess of that figure. 
The last purchases would be made at close to $1.54. It will be 

observed that the first farmer and the last farmer, and all in' 
between, will be required to pay the same equalization fee. It 
will also be observed that the first farmer to sell would get 
practically no benefit from the control. He would be selling at 
the then domestic price before continued buying had shoved the I 

price up. Notwithstanding this, he would have to pay the same 
equalization fee as his more fortunate neighbor who did not 
sell until the price had practically reached the top figure. Is 
the first farmer going to be satisfied to have a Government 
agency treat him in• this discriminating fashion? Of course 
not. He will not stand for it. Those equally or slightly less 
unfortunate will not stand for it. Complaints will come in. 
Out of it all will come a fixing by the board, in the first in
stance, of a price equal to the then world price plus tariff and 
freight and the payment of that prices to each and every 
farmer. This, of course, would be price fixing, pure and .·imple. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is not only economically unsound, but 
it is wholly impractical in operation. There are five basic com
modities: Cotton, wheat, corn, rice, and swine. The keystone 
of this legislative arch is the so-called equalization fee. This is 
the one feature that the advocates of this bill have insisted upon. 
They have refused to consider any kind of legislation which 
did not embody this idea. The equalization fee can not be 
applied to cotton. We export 60 per cent of the cotton pro
duced in this country. No tariff duty is laid on cotton imports. 
Take corn. We produce two and one-half billion bushels of 
corn annually. The greater percentage of this is consumed on 
the farm. An infinitesimal portion goes into export trade. It 
is practically nil. It is at least doubtful if the equalization 
fee could be successful applied to corn. If put into effect and it 
works, the farmer with a short corn crop and hogs to feed 
should understand that he would pay the bill. Application to 
swine is equally . doubtful. Our pork exports of all kinds are 
less than 10 per cent of our gross production. As to rice, we 
import substantially more than we export, and my impression 
is that we import more than we produce. If these facts are 
true, the equalization plan can not operate as-to Iice. 

But if the Haugen bill will work at all, it will work on 
wheat. The agitation for this legislation commenced three or 
four years ago. We now know just what the market was on 
wheat during that period. We know what the production was 
during those years. The average yearly production of wheat 
in the period July 1, 1923, to July 1, 1!)26, was just under 
800,000,000 bushels. Of this amount during that period tl1e 
spring wheat farmer produced on an average of 153,000,000 
bushels annually. His principal market, which is the city of 
:Minneapolis, is the greatest primary wheat market in the 
world. His greatest competitor is his neighbor, the Canadian· 
wheat farmer. Our best grade of spring wheat is No. 1 dark 
northern. Its comparable grade in Canada is No. 3 1\Ianitobn. 
northern. Its primary market is Winnipeg. Canada has pro
duced in recent years a crop :fluctuating in its total annual 
y!eld ~om 250,000,000 bushelt) to 470,000,000 bu$els. In the 
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main the :fluctuations have been due to differences in climatic 
conditions. Prices as to these markets during this three-year 
period are available. I have had tables prepared showing a 
comparison of the prices of these two comparable grades during 
this three-year period of 157 weeks. They show the average 
weekly high price of No. 1 dark northern at 1\iinneapolis and 
the average weekly high price of No. 3 Manitoba northern at 
Winnipeg. It is possible thereby to make a comparison. The 
basis for my figures is the "Wheat Studies " gotten out by the 
Food Research Institute of Leland Stanford University. Their 
reliability can not be questioned. I shall illustrate the tables 
with two charts. Yon will note from Chart I that the Min
neapolis price is always substantially higher than the Winni
peg price. In some instances it is higher by from 50 to 60 
cents. The average over the Winnipeg price the first year is 
34.2 cents. In the second year-Canada had a crop failure that 
year-it is 26.15 cents. In the last year it is 36.42 cents. In 
72 weeks out of 157 the differential in favor of Minneapolis is 
over 35 cents. In 99 weeks it exceeds 30 cents. In 121 weeks 
it is over 20 cents. In 135 weeks it is over 20 cents, and in 
152 weeks it is over 10 cents. 

Let us glance at the last crop year, July 1, 1925, to June 30, 
1926. The Minueapolis price for No. 1 dark northern exceeded 
the No. 3 l\Ianitol>a northern price by 40 cents in 20 weeks, 
by 35 cents in 29 weeks, by 30 cents iu 34 weeks, by 25 cents 
in 43 weeks, by 20 cents in 51 weeks, and by 10 cents in 52 
weeks. 

Why was this? On account of the tariff of 42 cents per 
bushel which was effective to some extent during the entire 
period and which was completely in effect during a substan
tial portion of that period. 

It should be borne in mind that while the mills throughout 
a given year pay a price which iS far above the Canadian price, 
and almost equal to the Canadian price plus the tariff, that they 
will l>e unable to pay this figure if they are required to pay an 
equalization fee upon every bushel of wheat processed. If 
the equalization fee is 10 cents, they will ·pay 10 cents less 
than they otherwise would pay. In the major portion of the 
weeks during this three-year period the farmer in our part of 
the country would certainly get less for his wheat than be 
would if there were no equalization fee levied. 

This fact also should be borne in mind : The board, in fixing 
the price, could never fix the price at exactly the world price 
plus the tariff. For example, assume that the world price is 
$1. The tariff is 42 cents. The very moment that the price in 
this country reached that figure the American purchaser could 
afford to pay the tariff duty. Canadian wheat would come in. 
But the importation into this country of wheat from Canada 
would add to our troubles, for it would increase the available 
surplus. It would add to the quantity of wheat which we 
would have to sell abroad at whate•er the market there would 
bring. It is expected that this surplus will be sold at a loss 
and the purpose of the collection of the equalization fee is to 
pay that loss. 

The former Haugen bill contained an embargo provision 
which would have made it possible to prohibit the importation 
of wheat into this country. There is no embargo provision in 
this bill. This wheat can and will come over whenever the 
price in this country is above .th-; Canadian price plus the tariff. 
Therefore the board in establishing the price to be paid will 
have to keep well within the price of $1.42 in order to provide 
against fluctuations and advances to bring the price up to the 
Canadia~ price plus the· tariff. They will probably have to 
maintain this price about 10 cents below the figure of $1.42. 
This would make a differential of 32 cents. Th~ chart shows 
that the farmer enjoyed a differential of this character for two
thirds of this three-year period without at the same time being 
obligated to pay an equalization fee. Under the Haugen bill he 
would get no more than this figm·e, and in addition he would 
have to pay an equalization fee of from at least 10 to 15 cents 
per bushel. This would bring the differential down to 22 cents 

_or 17 cents, depending upon the equalization fee. 
It will be observed from these tables and this chart that in 

121 weeks out of the 157 weeks during the past three years that 
the M.inneapolis market was over the Winnipeg market by over 
25 cents. Frankly, gentlemen, I do not see how anyone can be 
for this Haugen bill if he will only analyze it and then compare 
it with actual market conditions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne
sota has expired. 

1\Ir. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
gentleman 15 minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minne.:::otn. is recog
nized for 15 minutes more. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. We start here in the beginning 
of the year 1923, in July, with the Wii!_nipeg price, which j,s 

below $1.10 ; the Minneapolis price on No. 1 north.:~rn is just 
about $1.32. You will note that at times the differential was as 
high as 40 cents and averaged over 34 cents throughout the 
year. 

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes. 
Mr. CLAGUE. Would you state right there the freight rate? 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I tried to get that, but I could 

not find my last year's notes on it. 
Mr. MORGAN. It is a little less than 12 cents. 
Mr. NEW'.fON of Minnesota. It is something between 8 and 

12 <.:ents. 
Mr. FORr.r. Where from? 
Mt' . .1. 'EWTON of Minnesota. We are referring to Winnipeg 

and Minneapolis markets. 
Mr. FORT. It is about 12 cents. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. So you see we had a •ery sub

stantial protection there from 1923 to 1924. There was less 
of fluctuation than during the years 1924 anq 1925. In 1924 
they had a short crop in Canada. That is responsible for the 
Winnipeg price going up. But at the same time you will note 
that the Minneapolis price went up. The situation was again 
different in the year 1925 to 1926. nut with all of these fluc
tuations, it is apparent that the tariff was effective and that 
at times the differential in favor of the Minneapolis market was 
as high as 50 cents. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes. 
Mr: SUMMERS of Washington. The tables there, I notice, 

refer to dark northern spring wheat. Can the gentleman tell 
us how much of that is produced in the United States? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I can give it to the gentleman 
exactly. I think on the average of five years the hard spring 
crop was about 153,000,000 bushels. 

l\1r. SUl\11\IERS of Washington. Something like 20 per cent 
of the entire wheat production in the United States. Can the 
gentleman show from the table the spread and the result of 
the tariff and so on, on the other 80 per cent? 

l\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes. In a moment. I have 
been referring to spring wheat. I also have some like inter
esting figures in reference to the No. 2 bard winter at the 
Kansas City market, and No. 2 red winter at the St. Louis 
market. The combined production of hard winter and red 
winter for 1925-26 totaled 550,000,000 bushels. These No. 2 
grades compare in price and for milling with No. 1 dark 
northern and No. 3 l\Ianitoba northern. I have the tables 
showing the prices paid for these respective grades at their 
primary ma1·kets based on the average weekly cash price. 
Weighted averages are given. Chart No. 2 will more graphi
cally set forth a comparison of the market prices of these 
representative and comparable grades of milling wheat. In 
the time that I had at my disposal, I was unable to get the 
figures together for the last three years. Generally speaking, 
the market on these winter wheats during the other two years 
was fairly comparable with the market on the spring wheat 
during that period. 

Looking at the chart, it ~ill be observed that No. 2 hard 
winter wheat at Kansas City ranged substantially above the 
price of No. 3 Manitoba northern at Winnipeg. This wheat 
was aboye the Canadian wheat in all but two of the 47 weeks 
indicated. It was more than $0.10 above in 42 weeks; it was 
more than $0.20 above in 25 weeks; in 22 weeks it was more 
than $0.25 higher. In 15 weeks it was above by over $0.32; in 
7 weeks it exceeded Winnipeg prices by more than $0.35.; and in 
1 week, it topped the Winnipeg price by more than $0.42. The 
average above Winnipeg during the year was $0.22. 

Note the No. 2 red winter wheat at St. Louis and how it 
compared with this Canadian wheat of comparable grade. In 
17 weeks it was more than $0.40 higher; in 24 weeks in excess 
of $0.35 ; in 27 weeks in excess of $0.30 ; in 32 weeks it was 
more than $0.25 higher; in 38 weeks out of 47 it was more 
than $0.20 higher; and in 42 weeks it was more than $0.10 
higher. The average thro~ghout the year shows No. 2 red 
winter to have been $0.31 higher than the Canadian wheat. 

This shows that not only is the tariff of 42 cents per bushel 
effective in whole or in part upon spring wheat, which naturally 
comes into direct competition with Canadian wheat, but that 
the tariff is also affected in the case of hard winter wheat, and 
especially is it effective in reference to the red winter wheat 
at St. Louis. The average of the weekly cash price of No. 2 
red winter at St. Louis throughout that year was $1.73. Now. 
then, let us make this comparison: This price would have been 
higher than the price of No. 3 Manitoba northern at Winnipeg, 
plus the tariff during 8 out of the 47 weeks. The figures show 
!J-Ot only DO OCCaSiOn for the putting of the control into effect. 
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but that the control would have invjted importation into this 
country of the Canadian surplus of this competitive milling . 
wheat. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there for a question? 

Mr. NEWTON of 1\Iinnesota. Gladly. 
Mr. MORGAN. Particularly does the protective tariff apply 

when the surplus-crop movement is on in the wide extreme 
shown there on the map? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes; and during the heavy 
crop movement, where a man who has to sell, who does not 
have the storage facilities to store grain, is forced to unload. 

Mr. MORGAN. When it moves from the farmer in Septem
ber and October he gets the full protection of it, because of the 
fact that the spread between the Canadian price and the United 
States price is due to the tariff? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes. 
Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes. 
Mr. ACKERMAN. Does the low line indicate the price of 

Canadian wheat in Canada? 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes; the Winnipeg price. 
Mr. ACKERMAN. It has nothing to do with the duty? 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Oh, no. The other prices are 

the Minneapolis market price and the Kansas City market price 
and the St. Louis market price. All on comparable grades. 

1\Ir. MORGAN. The farmers receive the benefit of the tariff 
because they are selling at that period, and later in the season 
there is not the same corresponding benefit, as is shown by the 
gentleman's chart? · 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. It is apparent that the wheat 
farmer gets substantial benefit from the tariff, and he does 
not now have to pay an equalization fee. 

Now answering the question of the gentleman from Washing
ton [:Mr. SUMMERS]. The first chart gives the spring wheat. 
The second chart gives not only the spring but the hard winter 
wheat, at Kansas City and the red winter _ at St. Louis. It 
likewise gives the price on No. 3 Manitoba northern so that a 
comparison of the price on these different grades of milling 
wheat can be made. 

Mr. smiMERS of Washington. That covers how much? 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. These kinds cover a very sub

stantial portion of the total wheat crop. I would say that 
covers from 500,000,000 to 600,000,000 bushels of the total wheat 
crop. I am only approximating ; it might be a little less than 
that; possibly I might be 50,000,000 bushels off. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. The gentleman does not 
contend that we get the full benefit of the tariff on the average 
grade of wheat to the extent that we get it on this particular 
quality. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. These are average-milling 
grades. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Not the chart before us? 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I will say this: The gentleman 

noticed that in Chart IT covering 1925-26 the prices of No. 1 
northern and of the winter wheats at Kansas City and St. 
Louis followed one another and that their prices were sub
stantially the same. They constitute a large percentage of the 
total wheat produced. It seems to me that they are average-
milling grades. . 

Of course, the gentleman comes from the north Pacific coast. 
A substantial part of the wheat produced there finds its way 
into export channels. But while this constitutes a substantial 
percentage of our wheat exports it is but a minor percentage of 
the total amount of wheat produced in this country. 

Mr. SU:a1MERS of Washington. Some 75,000,000 bushels is 
produced and about 30,000,000 bushels are exported. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I do not remember the exact 
figures. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. And, unfortunately, the 
same favorable conditions do not apply out there. 

1\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. No. The wheat produced in 
the gentleman's territory, or, at least, most of it or a substan
tial portion of it, gets into the export trade, so that there is not 
a domestic demand for it fot· milling such as exists as to these 
other grades, and, of course, it is reflected in the price. And, 
again, the Canadian wheat is so much better for milling pur
poses that it must compete in the markets abroad under adverse 
conditions. 

Mr. FORT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes. 
Mr. FORT. Following the logic of the qt1estions of the gen

tleman from Washington does it not come down to this posi
tion-that from the charts of the gentleman from Minnesota 
it appears that wheat is now securing practically the full benefit 
of the tariff on al~ grades for which the~e is ~genuine dome8tic 

market; that the only grades as to which that does not apply 
are those grades of wheat which are raised peculiarly for the 
export trade and that consequently the equalization fee on the 
grades that are used domestically would be used to pay the 
losses on the grades for which there is no domestic demand? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. The gentleman is correct. It 
the provisions of this bill are put into effect, the northwestern 
wheat farmer will indeed be penalized. He will have to pay an 
equalization fee on all of his wheat that is sold or milled, this 
in order to take care of the loss of all of the wheat growers 
that will be sustained in selling the surplus abroad. The aver
age total production of all wheat in this country for the years 
1920-1924. inclusive, was 834,900,000 bushels. The av~rage of 
hard spring wheat was 153,800,000 bushels. It was 18lh per 
cent of the total production. The average annual wheat exports 
of all kinds during the same period was 186,200,000 bushels, or 
about 22% per cent of the gross production. It will be observed 
that while the hard spring wheats were about 18% per cent of 
the production that they consti,tute only about 6 per cent of our 
wheat exports. Notwithstanding this, the spring-wheat farmer 
would pay an equalization fee based upon his production of 153,-
000,000 bushels. He would stand to benefit only on the export
ing of 11,300,000 bushels. On the other hand, the farmer in 
certain other regions producing largely for export would pay 
an equalization fee on a smaller production and would at the 
same time reap a benefit from a much larger surplus. Suppose 
the equalizatton fee was $0.10 per bushel. That is conservative. 
The spring production is 153,000,000 bushels. Most of that 
would be sold and not consumed on the farm. Let us assume 
that 125,000,000 bushels is sold. The percentage would be 
greater than that, but we will assume that figure. On a $0.10 
per bushel equalization fee there would be collected from the 
spring-wheat farmer $12,500,000 during that year. He exports 
11,300,000 bushels-that was the average export for this five
year period. His payment into the equalization-fee fund would 
amount to over $1 per bushel on his exports. To a}..most the 
same extent this is· likewise true of the farmer raising soft red 
winter wheat. With an average yield of 245,000,000 bushels 
during this period, he exported less than 10 per cent thereof. 
'Jhis was slightly over 5 per cent of the total exports of all 
grades. As the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FoRT] sug
gests, why devise a plan which penalizes the northwestern 
spring-wheat farmer in th\s fashion? The farmer who produces 
the best milling wheat for our own market enjoys protection as 
these figures and charts show. Why should he be called upon 
to pay losse1:1 of the farmer who produces a quality of wheat 
that is largely for export? 

Mr. WIDTTINGTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes. 
1\fr. WHITTINGTON. If the tariff is intended to protect the 

growers of wheat and results in not protecting the grower who ! 
grows wheat for export, is it not fair that the grower who does 1 

receive that protection ought to cooperate with his less fortunate 
brother so that be will receive a better price for his wheat? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Before I am led off into this, 
let me say that I have not the figures on this exportable wheat 
from the Pacific coast, and I do not know just what they charge. 
It may very well be that they get substantial protection from 1 

the tariff. My answer for purposes of argument assumed that 
he did not. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. And my question was based on the 
gentleman's answer, admitting the truth of the assertion made · 
by the gentleman from Washington, that his wheat did not get 
protection from the tariff. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Let me make this clear. 
Our wheat does not get full protective benefits from the tariff. 
I think the answer, if the gentleman will permit, to the situa
tion suggested by the gentleman who is speaking is that the 
producers of wheat throughout all of the great producing sec
tions are for the bill. There must be something wrong, there 
must be a discrepancy somewhere, which perhaps the gentle
man from the city district of Minneapolis and the gentleman 
from the exporting district of the Pacific Northwest are not 
quite able to understand; but there must be a reason, or they 
would not be asking for the bill by the millions. 

Mr. 1\TEWTON of Minnesota. I fancy the refll reason is they 
do not know. This situation has probably never been pre
sented to them. I · know that until I looked up the figures 
that I did not realize that the farmer producing high milling 
qualities of wheat was receiving such a substantial benefit n·om 
the 42 cents a bushel duty. Neither did I realize how the 
spring wheat farmer would be discriminated against if this 
bill becomes a law. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. In other words, the farmer 
is getting about all he is entitled to but he does not know it. 
Is that the contentio!l of the gentleman? 

' 
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Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. The point is you can not go 

over these figures with the Haugen bill as it is and show that 
the Haugen bill, if put into effect July 1, last year, would have 
brought the wheat farmer any benefit, and by the wheat 
farmer I mean the farmer producing the bulk of our milling 
wheat. 

l\lr. SUMMERS of Washington. You mean 1925 or 1926? 
~Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. The last year that was avail

able, 1925 to 1926. 
Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. There was practically no 

stuplus produced in this country then. I am talking about 
the crop year of 1925. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. We had a very substantial 
export in 1925. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. But nothing like the amount 
that year that there was in other years. The 1925 crop yea1· 
we only exported 106,000,000 bushels. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. All right that is one-sixth of 
the total crop for that year. 

If we are going to place in the Federal Farm Board power 
of this kind, we should require them to grade the equalization 
fee so that the wheat primarily grown for export pays the tax 
that it should pay. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne
sota has again expired. 

1\Ir. J\TEWTON of Minnesota. May I have just five minutes 
more? 

1\fr. SUMMERS of Washington. I yield the gentleman five 
minutes more. 

1\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. I have been very liberal in 
yielding for interruptions, because I think that aids in a bet-
ter understanding of the question. . 1 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Will the gentleman yield for 
a suggestion there? 

:Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes. 
Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. When the wheat goes into 

trade it will have an equalization fee collected, say, by the 
transportation company. I presume that would apply to all 
wheat that was transported by a transportation company. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I think it would have to be 
that way. . 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Then when this wheat from 
a foreign country gets over to this country on our railroads, 
it will be subject to the same equalization fee as the American 
wheat. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I have been wondering why the 
word "transportation" was put in this bill. It was not in the 
previous bills. It ought not to have been included, and the col
iection by the railroad of the equalization fee is wholly imprac
tical. In addition, the inclusion of this word raises a very 
serious constitutional question. IJ.'he business of a railroad is to 
carry freight and passengers. Under this bill the board can 
require the payment of an equalization fee upon either the 
" sale " " transportation," or "processing" of a bushel of wheat. 
If th~ fee is 10 cents per bushel, the miller will deduct that 
amount from the price he pays the farmer for his wheat. The 
railroad company, which is a public carrier, does not buy wheat. 
It merely transports it. It does so at a charge which is pub
lished in its tariff. This charge can not be raised or lowered 
except 1t publishes the same, and it can not do this excepting 
by advance notice to all the public and subject to the approval 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission. The railroad com
pany can not pay less for the wheat, because it does not buy it. 
It can not add the fee to i ts tariffs, for tariffs must apply to 
all alike. It would seem wholly impractical to collect this fee 
on the transportation of this commodity. If it is attempted it 
will raise a very serious constitutional question which I shall 
not discuss now. 

Mr. SUl\HrlERS of Washington. If the fee is collected at the 
mill then the miller will have to pay the fee on all the wheat, 
and so he would pay on wheat that came in from Canada as 
well as American wheat. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. But suppose it was not mllled. 
Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Can you conceive of buying 

wheat and not milling it and not selling it? The fee may also 
be collected " on sale." 

1\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. I am saying that you can not 
collect it on transportation. 

1\I:tr. SUMMERS of Washington. It can be done at the mill. 
I am asking what will be done when it is collected at the mill 
instead of the transportation company. That was the gen
tleman's own suggestion. The gentleman said it could be col
lected there because the miller could deduct it. 

1\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. Assume that Canadian wheat 
comes in over the tariff wall and that it is subject to the pay
ment of an equalization fee when tt reaches the miller, who can. 

as a practical proposition, collect the fee-this is my offhand 
impression. In such event, he would, of course, not buy until 
the domestic price reached "figures where -he could afford to 
pay both the tariff and fee. However, that raises an inter
esting question as to the authority of this board to levy what 
is in effect if not in law, an additional "duty" or "tax" on 
importations. 

. A further objection to this type of legislation is that experi
ence elsewhere on similar schemes have demonstrated that the 
inevitable effect is detrimental to the producers of the com
modity sold. It is true that the commencement of control has 
been accompanied by price advances. This has been true in· 
rubber, coffee, and so forth, where the country of control pro
duces such a substantial portion of the total production as to 
enjoy a partial or practical monopoly providing at the same 
time one or two countries require most of the available supply. 

The artificially stimulated high prices have ultimately forced 
the use of substitutes, encouraged production in noncontrol 
areas, encouraged economics, and so forth. To illustrate, the 
Chilean nitrate producer now finds his markets going to his 
synthetic- competitors not only in Germany, but in America. 
Brazil continues to produce a surplus and is accumulating 
thereby a surplus which will soon pile up a two-year supply of 
coffee. 

The British control of rubber has so reacted as to materially 
stimulate production elsewhere, necessitate reclamation of used 
rubber, improve compounding processes, and so forth. Rubber 
is still under control. Now, the spot rubber market is $0.35 
as against a top price of $1.21, a little over one year ago, and 
an average price one year ago over a period of several months 
of oyer twice the present figure. 

The countries producing the commodity which I have men
tioned enjoy practical monopoly. Our own country consumed 
substantial portions of the world supply. The controls were 
put into effect under advantageous circumstances and condi
tions. They have resulted as I have indicated. The control of 
wheat would l>e much more difficult. Wheat is produced in 
practically every country on the face of the globe. It can be 
gTown in a rear. It takes seven years to grow and develop 
a rubber tree to a point of profit production. 

Mr. Chairman, I come from a city district. It is the gateway 
to a great agricultural country. That country will remain 
agricultural in character for many years to come. The people 
of the city of Minneapolis, whom I have the honor and the 
privilege to represent, can not enjoy prosperity if the farming 
country tributary to it is not prosperous. That is obvious. I 
do not know just how much legislation can aid in the economic 
recovery of agriculture. Far too much emphasis has been 
placed upon the enactment of legislation to cure economic ills, 
but wherever legislation can really help, I want to assist in 
its _passage. This is my own attitude and I believe it to be the 
attitude of the people in the great city which I have the honor 
and privilege to represent in this boc}y. 

Gentlemen, we have not had the most prosperous times in 
our part of the country since 1921. 

. In the period of readjustment following the war certain in
dustries have made slower recovery than others. Agriculture 
is one of them. This has borne heavily not only upon the 
farmer in the country, but upon the business men, professional 
men, and working men in the city. Wherever legislation can 
benefit the farmer, I welcome it and shall support it, but I re
fuse to be a party to haYing my people pay for something to 
benefit the farmer which will not only be detrimental to him but 
to every one of them. 

You ha¥e heard much during the past few years as to condi
tions in my part of the country. They have been bad. I am 
glad to say they are now much better. I quote from a recent 
address by Roy A. Young, governor of the Federal reserve bank 
at Minneapolis, in speaking on conditions in the ninth Federal 
reserve district. After depicting conditions for the past fixe or 
six years, he says : 

I am going to picture some of the encouraging things in our terri
tory. There must be an earning and debt paying power in the ninth 
Federal reserve district that has caused the following results to occur: 

1. There has been a reduction of indebtedness of member banks t() 
the Federal reserve bank · from $115,000,000 to $3,500,000. 

2. There has been a reduction in the Federal Reserve Bank of Minne
apolis of paper acquired from closed banks from $14,000,000 to 
$1,800,000. 

3. Borrowing banks have reduced their loans from the War Finance 
Corporation from $60,000,000 to less than $2,000,000. 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I will. 
Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. That argument is used to show 

the prosperity of the farmer. Let me suggest to the gentleman, 
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for I know he wants to be fair, that the increase in farm
mortgage indebtedness and the decrease of personal property 
of the farmer shows that they have made that reduction in 
their indebtedness by putting mortgages ·on their farms and 
selling livestock in order to do it. It is not paid by profits out 
of the farm. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. The gentleman wants to see 
the debts liquidated, and this is one evidence of the return of 
prosperity. 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. It is not a liqQ.idation, it is a 
transfer from one form of indebtedness into another, which is 
just as serious against the farmer. 

1\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. I must continue: 
4. The total deposits of aU bunks now operating are approximately 

the same as in 1920. 
5. The acreage under cultivation is within 5.2 per cent of that 

of 1920, and the number of farms has increased slightly. 
6. The value of farm production is as great as six years ago in 

spite of short crops and depressed prices for grain. 
In my opinion the accomplishments are the re ults of ~versifica

tion and much more can be expected. Diversification is not entirely 
new in our territory. It bas been followed by some of our people for 
many years. When the crash came in 1920, it was evidence that 
those farmers who had diversified were much better able to take care 
of themselves than those who bad not. In 1920 diversification became 
our rehabilitation program, and some of the results since 1920 are 
extremely interesting. In the trade territory served by Minneapolis 
the number of dairy cows has increased 750,000 bead while the increase 
in the United States only amounts to 900,000 bead. 

In Minnesota the increase has been but 13 per cent, but the butter 
production in pounds has increased 63 per cent, showing that grade 
animals are being substituted for scrubs. That is why Minnesota 
had a dairy production last y~ar of $200,000,000. Minnesota's bogs 
have increased 30 per cent, while the rest of the United States has 
had a reduction of 5 per cent. Egg production has doubled. The 
little red hen in Minnesota alone produces $60,000,000 annually, or 
twice the value of <>Ur wheat crop which is now only $30,000,000. 
In 1926 the value of North Dakota's dairy products, hogs, poultry, 
mutton, wool, and honey covered their losses in wheat, something 
that was not possible six years ago. What is true of Minnesota and 
North Dakota is proportionately true of the other States in our 
district. 

I mention this to show something of the progress that 
has been made by the farmers in our part of the country, and 
which can be continued if they are permitted to conduct their 
business along sound economic lines. Further progress is 
needed. We are not yet all together out of the woods. Not 
all of our trouble has been due to abnormally low prices, nor 
to a disparity in the purchasing power of the dollar of the 
farmer. It is not necessary to go into those factors at this 
time. The :figures I have given show the results of the 
efforts that have been made toward diversification and other 
sound and economic efforts that is responsible for the paying 
off of the debts referred to in the forepart of my quotation 
from the remarks of the governor of the Federal 1·eserve 
bank. Of course it is not the only factor, but it certainly is 
a prominent one in that process. 

Mr. CLAGUE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I will. 
Mr. CLAGUE. A few moments ago the gentleman told us 

that he thought the only people that were in favor of this 
bill, in favor of the McNary-Haugen bill, were largely specu
lators and owners of land. I think the gentleman represents 
a city district. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I said that I represent a city 
district. 

Mr. CLAGUE. Is lt not true that every farm organization 
in the State of Minnesota favors the McNary-Haugen bill? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. No. 
Mr. CLAGUE. Name one. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. There is the Twin City Milk 

Producers' Association, with a membership of about 6,500. 
Their capital is close to $1,000,000. My impression is that Mr. 
Schilling is a member. They did not favor the McNary-Haugen 
bill in 1926. I was so advised by some one who knew that they 
did not want the McNary-Haugen bill. Certainly the Land 0' 
Lakes Cooperative Creamery Co. were not for the McNary
Haugen bill. I was so advised one year ago. 

:Mr. CLAGUE. Oh, yes; a large part of the Land 0' Lakes 
Association is in my district, and every one of them favors the 
McNary-Haugen bill. I represent wholly a farm district, and 
every farm organization of every kind favors the McNary
Haugen bill. Now, speaking of farmers, I want to say that the 
farmers of my district, I dare say 90 per cent of them, favor 
this bill. Is it not true. that every Member of Congress from 

the State of Minnesota, except the gentleman himself, represent
ing a city district, favors the McNary-Haugen bill? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. They voted for the bill a year 
ago. I have no knowledge as to what they may do on this bill. 
I assume they may do likewise. 

Mr. CLAGUE. Does the gentleman mean to say that there 
is less indebtedness on farm lands in Minnesota to-day than 
there was four or six years ago? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I have said nothing about farm
land indebtedness. I have given you certain :figures obtained 
from the governor of the Federal reserve bank. Does the 
gentleman dispute them? · 

Mr. CLAGUE. I got the gentleman on that, but when they 
paid the Federal reserve bank which demanded its money the 
farmers had to make loans from other people, and there is a 
greater indebtedness on the farming lands of Minnesota to-clay 
than ever before. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I hesitate to accept that state-
ment. 

Mr. CLAGUE. It is correct. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minne ota. I do not so understand it. 
1\!r. SUMMERS of Washington rose. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I must proceed. I do not 

want to be discourteous. I have been liberal but I can not 
yield for any prolonged interruptions. I would be yery glad 
to yield for questions. 

1\lr. SUl\HIERS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield for a question? 

l\lr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes. 
Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. The gentleman has refened 

to the poultry and dairy industries. I am strong for both of 
them, but does the gentleman believe that the problem of the 
farmers all over the country can be solved by putting t,hem all 
into such industries? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I believe that we om materi
ally increase the production of butter and dairy produds with
out hurting a single dairy farmer. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. The question is suggested 
to me as to whether we did not have to increase the tariff on 
butter recently. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Oh, yes. The gentleman now 
jumps from the McNary-Haugen bill over to the tariff. Surely, 
he and I ought not to differ on that question, 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. I hope we do not. We want 
the tariff effective in both cases. 

Mr. NEWTON of l\linnesota. Yes. Now, then, we were get
ting substantial competition from abroad in the importation of 
high-grade butter. We increased the duty so that to-day it is 
12 cents as against 4 cents in the Democratic Underwood bill 
and 8 cents in tbe Republican Fordney bill. 

Mr. CARSS. And what was the effect of the increase of that 
tariff on butter prices in Minnesota? Is it not a fact that they 
went down 4 cents a pound? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. The increase in the butter tariff 
was made something like a year or so ago, and it was made by 
the Tariff Commission following the request which was made in 
the first instance by the Republican congressional delegation 
from Minnesota. While I am not familiar with the exact :fig
ures, I do know and I now reiterate that this additional duty 
of 4 cents a pound placed there by the Tariff Commission under 
the flexible provisions of the Fordney law has been of tre
mendous benefit to the dah·y interests of my State. Does the 
gentleman deny that? 

Mr. CARSS. The facts are--
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Does the gentleman deny that? 
Mr. CARSS. Certainly I uo, because the price of lmtter went 

down 4 cents a pound. The1·e is a limit be_yond which you can 
go in butter prices, and any time you get over 50 cents a pound 
wholesale the people resort to the use of substitutes just as 
they did a year ago. 

Mr. NEWTON of 1\finnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am glad that 
the gentleman has taken occasion to state his position. He 
denies that this 50 per cent increase in the then exi. ting duty on 
butter has been of benefit to the dairy interests. I have in my 
files letters from the cooperative creameries of the State testify
ing to the tremendous benefits and asking that further con ider
ation be given by the Tariff Commission to increasing the duty 
on cream in the same proportion. And again the Republican 
delegation from Minnesota has initiated proceedings to bring 
that about. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes. 
Mr. MORGAN. Is it not a fact that the tariff increase 

brought about by the Tariff Commission and the Pre ·ident's 
order was through the solicitation of the dairy interests of the 
United States? 
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Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I know that they were a very 

prominent factor in this, and they were .aided by the efforts of 
the Republican delegates from Minnesota from the st.art. 

Mr. KVALE. 1\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. For a question. 
1\Ir. KVALE. The gentleman has stated several times that it 

is due to the good offices and work of the Republican delegation 
from Minnesota. · 

Mr. 1\!DWTON of Minnesota. Yes. 
1\Ir. KVALE. Why exclude the rest of us who went down 

to see the Tariff Commission long before the Republican dele
gation from Minnesota ever thought of it? 

1\lr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I was not aware that the gen
tleman did, and when he speaks of "the rest of us," apparently 
he does not include all, because one of our colleagues [Mr. 
CA.Rss] apparently did not favor the increase. 

1\fr. KVALE. Let me inform the gentleman that I happened 
to be one of those who went down there two years before the 
Republican delegation went to see the Tariff Commission about 
it. The report of the Tariff Commission on the butter tariff 
will bear out this statement. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I am glad to know that the 
gentleman stands for the good, true, Republican principle of 
protection. 

1\lr. KVALE. Yes, but--
1\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. We welcome him to our ranks. 
Mr. KVALE. Yes; but I would like to have it apply to the 

farmer. . 
Mr. NEWTON of l\Iinnesota. I rather figured that did apply 

to the farmer. 
Mr. KVALE. I mean on the McNary-Haugen bill. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. The gentleman feels then that 

this duty has been of substantial benefit to the dairy interests 
and to the farmer? 

Mr. KVALE: I hope it has. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. The gentleman merely says 

that he "hopes so." 
Gentlemen, this measure is claimed to be an emergency one. 

If so, the effort to pass it would appear a futile one for two 
reasons: 

First, the President of the United States has on several dif
ferent occasions, in addressing this Congress and elsewhere, re
iterated the position that he took when the agitation for this 
sort of legislation started, and that was that he was against 
the Government directly or indirectly fixing prices. This bill 
clearly comes within Utat term. If the purpose is to help the 
farmer in an emergency, why pass a bill which will invite a 
presidential veto. I shall undoubtedly refer to this in the dis
cussion of the bill this coming week. 

Secondly, a year ago· I discussed the constitutionality of the 
then Haugen bill. From a careful consideration I was firmly 
convinced that the bill was unconstitutional. Whether the 
equalization fee was treated as a tax, which it is, or as a regu
latory fee under the power of Congress to regulate commerce 
among the several States and in foreign commerce, Congress 
can not delegate the taxing power. It can not delegate the right 
to regulate interstate or foreign commerce as it has been pro
vided for in this particular measure. Nor can it under the 
guise of regulating interstate or foreign commerce regulate 
inti·astate commerce as is provided for in this measure. In my 
judgment, this bill is more unconstitutional than its predecessor. 

Mr. Chairman, believing the bill to IJe economically unsound 
and detrimental to both producer and consumer like its prede
cessor s, I can not support it and shall oppose its passage. 

TABLE No. I.-Average weekly high, No.1 da rk 'TI.orthern spring wheat at Minneapolis; 
average weekly high, No. 3 Manitoba r~orthern wheat at Winnipeg 

[Cents per bushel] 

I\linne- Winni- Differ-
apolis peg ence 

--------------~------------~-----1·------------------

Crop year 1923-24: 
W cek ending-

July 7--------------------------------------
July 14 __ -----------------------------------
July 21 __ -----------------------------------
July 28_- ------------------------------------Aug. 4 ______________________________________ _ 
Aug. 11. ____ ------ _______________________ ___ _ 
Aug. 18 __________________________________ : __ _ 

Aug. 25--------------------------------------
Sept. 1 ___ • --------------------------- ______ _ 
E'opt. s ___ . ------ =------------ ---- : _____ . __ _ 
Sept. 15. __ ---- -- ---------- ---- ------ _______ _ 
6ept. 22 __ ------------------ ________________ _ 
Scpl. 29------------------------------- ______ _ 
Oct. 6. __ -------- ___ -------------------------
Oct. 13 ___________ -------------------- ______ _ 
Oct. 20- __ ----------- __ - --------------------
Oct. 27 __ , --------------------------------- __ 

133.2 
132.9 
127.8 
132.2 
133.5 
128.9 
131.6 
127.5 
130.0 
132.3 
130.3 
127.0 
127.7 
126.2 
130.6 
128.6 
128.7 

107.1 
103.7 
100.7 
101.5 
101.0 
101.6 
105.2 
111.2 
109.0 
109.0 
102.2 
98.3 
93.5 
94.6 
94.6 
90.3 
89.8 

26.1 
29.2 
27.1 
30.7 
32.5 
27.3 
26.4 
16.3 
21.0 
23.3 
26.1 
28.7 
34.2 
33.6 
36.0 
38.2 
38.9 

TABLE No. I.-Average weekly high, No.1 dark nor01ern spring wheat at Minneapolis; 
OJJerage weekly high, No. 3 Manitoba northern wheat at Winnipeg-Continued 

[Cents per bushel] 

Crop year, 1923-24-Continued. 
Week ending-

Nov. 3 _________ --------- ________ ------------ _ 
Nov. 10 ____________________ --- -- _ ------------
Nov . 17----------------- ____________________ _ 
Nov. 24_ .. __ ------------------------------- --
Dec. 1 ______ ---------------------------------
Dec. 8---------------------------------------
Dec. 15 ___ --------- _________________ ------ __ 
Dec. 22 _ ------------------ ___ ___ ----------- __ 
De<'. 29 ____ ---------- ----- __________________ _ Jan. 5 _______________________________________ _ 
Jan. 12. ______ -------- - ----- ____________ -------
Jan. 19 _________________________ ------- --- - __ _ 
Jan. 26--------------------------------- _____ _ 
Feb. 2 _______ ------------- - -- ---------- - -----
Feb. 9------------------- ____________ -- --- -- _ 
Feb. 16 __ _______ -------------- - - - ___ ------- --
Feb. 23 __ __ ------------------ _______________ _ 
Mar. !_ ___________________ - -------- -- ------ --

Mar. 8 _________ ----------------- --- - ------ --
n1ar. 15 ______________________ ---------- ------
Mar. 22 _____ ---------------------- __________ _ 
Mar. 29--------------------------- ___ ----- __ _ 
Apr. 5 ________ ----------- _ ---------- --- --- _ --
Apr. 12 ________ ------- _______ ----- - _ ------- __ 
Apr. 19 ________ ---------- ______ --- -- --- _____ _ 
Apr. 26 ___ --------------- _ -- ___ - -------------
May 3 __________ -------------- _. _ ------- ____ _ 
May 10 _________ ----------- _____ -------------
May 17 _______ ----------- ___________ ------ __ _ 
l\Iay 24 _______________________________ -------
?-.fay 3L ----------- _________ --- __ _ ---- - ------
June 7 ____________ ------------- _____________ _ 
June 14 •. ------- - -------------------------- __ 
June 2L ______ ------------ _______ --------- __ _ 
June 28 _______ ------- ---------·------ ________ _ 

Crop year, 1924-25: 
Week ending-

July 5-- ------------------------------------
July 12_- -----------------------------------
July 19-------------------------------------
July 26--------------------------------------
Aug. 2 ___ ------------ __________ ----------- - - _ 
Aug. 9_ -------------- ____ ----------------- __ _ 
Aug. 16 ___ ----------------- ________ ----------
Aug. 23 ___ -----------------------------------
Aug. 30 ____ -------------- _________ ---------- _ 
Sept. 6 ____ ----------------- ________ ___ ______ _ 
Sept. 13 _________ ------------------- _________ _ 
Sept. 20 ____ ------------- ______ --------- -- ___ _ 
Sept. 27--- ------- __________ -------- --- ----- __ Oct. 4 ___ ________________________ ______ _____ _ 
Oct. 11. ___ -------- _________________________ _ 
Oct. 18. ____________________________________ _ 
Oct. 25 __________________ . __________ ---------
Nov. 1- ____________ --------------- - ---------Nov. 8 _______ ____________ _______ _____ _______ _ 

Nov. 15 __ ___ ---------------- -------------- __ _ 
Nov. 22. _________________________ -----------
Nov. zg ___ _______________ __ ___ ____ _____ _____ _ 
Dec. 6 ________________________ ---------------
Dec. 13. _____ ------------ ___________________ _ 
Dec. 20. _____ ----------- ---- ------------ ____ _ 
Dec. 27-------------------- -- --------- -------Jan. 3 ____ _ ---- -- __ __________ _______________ _ 
Jan. 10. ____ ------- - ________ --------------- __ 
Jan. 17 ______ -------------- -__ ------------- __ Jan. 24. _________________ ________ _______ ____ _ 
J an. 31 ________ ------ ___ -- - -------- _____ ____ _ 
Feb. 7 _ --------- ______ ______ -----------------
Feb. 14 __ ____ : _____________________ ----------
Feb. 21_ ------------------------------------ _ 
Feb. 28 _____ ----- ----- __ ------------------- __ 
l\1ar. 7---------------- __ ------------ ________ _ Mar. 14 __ ______________________ ___________ . __ 
l\1ar. 2L __ ______________ ------------ ________ _ 
Mar. 28 ______ ------------------- _____ __ _____ _ 
Apr. 4_ ------------- _______________ -------- __ 
Apr. 11. _____________________________ --------
Apr. 18 ___ --------- ____ ------ _ ---- _____ _____ _ 
Apr. 25 ___ ------------ ____________ ____ ______ _ 
May 2 ___ - ------- ______ --------- ____________ _ 
May 9 ___________________ -- ------ _ -------- __ _ 
May 16 ____________________ ------------------
May 23 _______________________ ----------- - __ _ 
lYiay 30 __________________ _____ _ --------------
June 6------------------- ____ --------------- _ June 13 _____________________________ ------- __ 

June 20 __ ------------------------------------
June Zl ______ --------------------------- ____ _ 

Crop year, 1925-26: 
Week ending-

July 3 _______________ -- ----------------- -- ----
July 11_-- -- --------------------- ------- ----
July 18.------------------------------------
July 25_-- -----------------------------------
Aug. L------------- ______ ------ -- --- - -------Aug. s ______________ ---------- ______________ _ 
Aug. 15 _____________ ---- -- ____________ -------
Aug. 22 ____ --------------- - -- _____ -----------
Aug. 29 _____________ ------------- ____ __ __ ___ _ 
Sept. 5 _____ -- _. ____ ----------------- ----------
Sept. 12 ________________ -------- ___ --------- __ 
Sept. 19 ________ ___ ____________ ---------------
Sept. 26 _____ ---------------------------------

Minne-
a polis 

127.3 
123.3 
120.7 
121.7 
122.8 
124.9 
123.6 
121.3 
119.7 
124.3 
126.8 
127.8 
127.5 
129.7 
131.2 
130.3 
131.8 
130.1 
132.9 
130.7 
130.3 
128. 0 
127.8 
126.9 
129.4 
131.1 
130.2 
133.5 
133.3 
134. 1 
135.2 
132.9 
138.6 
147.5 
149.6 

151.4 
149.2 
155.7 
157. 1 
155.8 
156.0 
150.2 
151.0 
144.1 
140.3 
141.5 
147.0 
151.5 
162.1 
168.0 
169.4 
168.9 
163. 9 
169. 2 
177.2 
174.3 
177.1 
178.2 
189.1 
202.8 
203.5 
213.9 
212.0 
223.0 
227.7 
240.6 
229.9 
221.3 
219. 8 
22-1.3 
228.6 
217.6 
196.2 
191.7 
176.1 
192.6 
187.1 
188.5 
188.3 
195.0 
194.0 
194.7 
195:3 
198.9 
195.7 
190.2 
187.5 

177.1 
179.0 
196.5 
185.7 
187.6 
189.7 
182.5 
184.6 
182.8 
179.8 
176.0 
177.2 
174.0 I 

Winni- Differ-
peg ence 

-----------

90.7 36.6 
90.6 32.7 
90.3 30.4 
90.8 30.9 
88.7 34.1 
88.3 36. fi 
86.1 37.5 
85.3 36.0 
84.9 34.9 
87.0 37.3 
89.7 37.1 
90.8 37.0 
90.1 37. 4 
92.0 37.7 
94.4 36.8 
94.0 36.3 
93.9 37.9 
93.5 36.6 
92.9 40.0 
92.0 38.7 
91.9 38.4 
90.0 38.0 
90.0 37.8 
91.0 35.9 
92.7 36.7 
93.6 37.5 
94.9 35.3 
97.4 36.1 
97.0 36.3 

100.2 33.9 
101.7 33.5 
101.3 31.6 
104.5 34.1 
111.7 .... 35.8 
112.1 37.5 

116.4 35.0 
116.8 32.4 
128.7 27.0 
137.1 20.0 
144.0 11.8 
141.1 H.9 
138.0 12.2 
135.3 15.7 
129.8 14.3 
129.6 10.7 
132.6 8.9 
138.6 8.4 
142.2 9.3 
150.6 11.5 
159.3 8. 7 
155.3 14..1 
150.0 18.9 
145.4 18.5 
148.3 20.9 
158.7 18.5 
157.2 17.1 
157.7 19.4 
152.9 15. 3 
159. 2 29. !) 
165.6 37. 2 
173.3 30.2 
174.8 39.1 
17G. 4 35.6 
182.2 40.8 
186.9 40.8 
201.6 39. 0 
191.8 38.1 
185.2 36.1 
186.6 33.2 
191.5 32.8 
192.6 36.0 
175.5 42.1 
158.4 36.6 
159.7 32.0 
139.3 36.8 
147.1 45.5 
152.8 34.3 
151.2 37.3 
154.2 34.1 
171.0 24.0 
170.3 23.7 
181.6 13.1 
187.9 7.4 
171.6 27.3 
169.1 26.6 
158.3 31.9. 
158.2 29.3 

150.0 27.1 
152.2 26.8 
159.7 36.8 
155.4 30.3 
154.0 33.6 
165.1 24.6 
163.5 19.0 
163.6 21.0 
157.4 25.4 
149.0 30.8 
140.5 35.5 
131.5 45.7 
125.3 48..7 
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TABLE No. I.-.4.v erao~ weekly high., No.1 dark northern spring tcheat at Minneapolis; 

avtrage weekly higl1, No. S .J£anitoba northern wheat at Winnipeg-Continued 
[Cents per bushel) 

Minne- Winni- Difier-
apolis peg ence 

Crop year, 1925-26-Continued. 
Week ending-

Oct. 3- _- ----------------------------------- -
Oct. 10 ________ --------.------ ---------------
Oct. 17 ____ ---------------------- ---~----- __ _ 
Oct. 24. ___ -------- ---- ---____ -·----------- __ 
Oct. 31 ___ ------·-·- ---- ---------·----- --~-- _ 
Nov. 7---- --------------------------~~------
Nov. 14 __ -· _ --- ----------------------------
Nov. 21 ___ ---------- ------------------------
' ov. 28 _______ --------~- ------------------

Dec. 5_ -- ___ --------- _- - --------------------Dec. 12 __________ --------- ___ ----------- __ _ 
Dec. 19 ____ ------_ ------- __________ ------ __ _ 
Dec. 26 ___ ----------------------------------
Jan. 2 ____ --------~ --------------------------
Jan. 9 ______ ----------~--------------------
Jan. 16. ____ ----------------- ---------~--- --·-
Jan. 23 ______ ------------------------------
Jan. 30 ____ ------------.---------------------
Feb. 6 __ --------------- ____ ____ ------~------
Feb. 13 .. _ --------------------------------Feb. 20.---- .••. --- ____________ ------ _____ _ 
Feb. 'l:l---------~---~--------~---------------
Mar. 6 _________ --------- _____ ~--------------
Mar. 13 ___ ------ _ ---------.----- ~--- ---------
}.llar. 2() ______ ___ ------------- ____ ------- __ _ 

Mar. 27.---------~-----------------------
Apr. 3----------------------------~--- 
Apr. 10----~--------·--- - ----------------
Apr. 17 ----------------------~-----------
Apr. 24 ___ ---------------------------------
May L ------------------------------- -----~ 
May 8.----------------------------------·-
May 15-----------·-·-------- ------- --·------
,M:~ ~=:::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::=: 
June 5. ______ --- •• --. _ ---. _ ~--. --~-- --------~ 
June 12. ------·. ____ ~-----. ----.-------- ~~-. 
June 19-----------~------------- ------------
June 26-----~-----------·---------------~
June 30-------------------·-------·---- --~ 

170.7 
173.9 
179. 1 
178.4 
181.5 
18L. 9 
182.7 
183.3 
186.2 
!93.2 
195.0 
189.4 
188.8 
199.1 
194.9 
189.5 
187.2 
187.1 
189.2 
182.3 
181.3 
183.9 
176.8 
178.8 
176.2 
169.6 
167.9 
167.8 
173.8 
173.7 
172.7 
169.2 
167.9 
167.3 
168.4 
168.8 
174.4 
176.4 
170.2 
167.2 

118.0 
119.7 
120.3 
121.2 
126.9 
130.4 
131.2 
135.7 
146.9 
157.0 
155.5 
145.4 
142.8 
153.1 
150.0 
145.2 
145.2 
146.2 
141}.8 
145.0 
143.5 
142.2 
135.5 
137.6 
140.2 
136.0 
139.9 
141.7 
146.7 
151.6 
148.6 
145.1 
145.6 
144.1 
146.0 
142.7 
146.6 
146.2 
143.7 
142.6 

52.7 
54. 2 
58.8 
57.2 
54.6 
51.5 
51.5 
47.6 
39.3 
36.2 
39.5 
44..0 
46.0 
46.0 
44.9 
44..3 
42.0 
40.9 
39.4 
37.3 
37.8 
41.7 
41.3 
41.2 
36.0 
33. 6 
28.0 
26.1 
27.1 
22.1 
24.1 
24.1 
22.3 
23.2 
22.4 
26.1 
27.8 
30.2 
27.5 
25.4 

Source: "Wheat Studies," Food, Research Institute, Stan!ord University, California 
~ABLE 11.-Wukly cash prices of rept·esentative 'wheats, United- States 

ana Oanad.a, 1925-26 
[Cents per bushel] 

1 2 3 4 

Week ending No.2 No.2 No.1 No.3 Differ- Differ- Differ-
Red Hard Dark Manitoba ences ences ences Friday 

Winter, Winter, Northern, Northern, 1 and 4 2and4 3and4 Kansas Mione-St. Louis City a polis Winnipeg 
---------August_ _________ 1. 70 1.63 1. 75 1.67 0.03 -0.04 0.07 

1. 72 1. 67 1. 70 -------- -------- ---·-:oo 1. 74 1.63 1. 68 1. 65 .09 -.02 
1. 75 1.64 1. 67 1. 54 . 21 .10 .13 

September·----- 1. 74 1. 60 1. 63 1.49 .25 .11 .14 
1. 73 1. 58 1.60 1.34 .39 . 24 .26 
1. 71 1. 58 1. 59 1.29 .42 .29 .30 
1.71 1. 59 1. 57 1.21 .50 . 37 .36 

October--·-··-- __ 1.60 1. 51 I. 52 I.15 .45 .36 .37 
1.66 1. 55 1. 53 1.19 .47 .36 .34 
1.73 1.60 1.59 1.18 .55 .42 .41 
1. 69 1. 69 1.60 1. 20 .49 ·.39 .40 
1. 70 1.60 1.63 1. 23 .47 .37 .40 

November .. ~--- 1. 70 1.60 1.63 1.28 .42 .32 .35 
1.68 1.61 1.63 1.31 .37 .30 .32 
1. 73 1.63 1. 67 1.36 .37 .'1:1 . 31 
1. 75 1.63 1. 71 1.48 .'J:l .15 .23 

December_----- 1.81 1.71 1. 76 1.59 .22 .12 .17 
1.86 1.73 1. 79 1.42 .44 .31 .37 
1.80 1.69 1. 73 1.44 .36 .25 • .29 
1. 79 1.66 1. 73 1.47 .32 .19 .26 

1anuary _ -~------ 1.92 1. 81 1.85 1.48 .44 .33 .37 
1.94 1.80 1.84 1.49 .45 .31 .35 
1. 93 1. 76 1. 78 1. 45 .48 .3I .35 
1.93 1. 78 1. 76 1.42 .51 .36 .34 
1.93 1. 78 1. 76 1.46 .47 .32 .30 

February-------- 1.91 1. 77 1.81 1.49 .42 .28 .32 
1.87 1.71 1.72 1. 44 .43 .'J:l .28 
1. 79 1.67 1. 70 1. 43 .36 .24 .2.7 
1.81 1. 70 1. 74 1.39 .42 . 31 .35 

Marc1L-----~---- 1. 71 1.63 1. 68 1.35 .36 .27 .33 
1. 72 1. 63 1.69 1.41 .31 .22 .28 
I. 75 I. 64 1. 71 1.39 .36 .25 .32 
1.64 1. 56 1.62 1. 41 .23 .15 .21 

April·------~-- 1.69 l, 56 1.64 1.38 . 31 .18 .26 
1.67 1. 58 1. 62 1.41 .26 .15 .2I 
1. 72 1.62 1. 68 1.47 .25 .15 .21 
1. 73 1.62 1. 71 1. 49 .24 .13 .22 
1. 69 1. 58 I. 67 1.48 • 21 .10 .19 

May.--·-----·-- 1. 69 1. 57 1.66 1.45 .24 .13 .21 
1. 68 l. 59 I. 65 1. 43 .25 .14 .22 
1. 62 1. 55 1.64 1.44 .18 .11 .20 
1. 55 1. 52 1. 64 1.44 .11 .08 .20 

1une _____ ~---~-- 1.49 1.47 1. 62 1. 4..'1 .06 .04 .19 
1. 56 1. 64 1. 73 1. 46 . 10 .18 . . 27 
1. 48 1. 59 1. 72 1. 47 .01 .11 .25 
1. 46 1. 57 1.63 1.42 .04 .15 . 21 

MI·. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 min
utes to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WEFALD]. 

1\Ir. WEF ALD. Mr. Chairman, it gives me a great deal of 
pleasure to be able to follow my distinguished colleague from 
Minnesota [Mr. NEWTO~]. / I was not able to hear all of his 
remarks, but I did hear a part of them. I was fortunate in 
hearing a part of the colloquy between him and my other 
distinguished colleague from Minnesota [Mr. CLAGUE]. While 
I absolutely agree with l\Ir. CLAGUE, I say for Mr. NEWTON 
that the stand that he has taken upon the agricultuTal question 
has been a very consistent one. The viewpoint of his con
stituents is not the viewpoint of the farmer. I know that 
some of the newspapers in our State that have been indiscrim
inately handing out both praise and censure have not dealt 
quite fairly with Mr. NEWTON. In the stand that he has taken I 
can not remember any time when he has not been consistent. 
He has been more consistent in this matter than his party. For 
that reason I have no quarrel to make with him because of his 
stand on the McNary-Haugen bill. The Republican Party in 
our State has supported this legislation in one community and 
opposed it in another. 

I was very much interested in hearing him discuss the agri
cultural situation in our State and in the West generally; and 
especially did I take notice of what he said about the banking 
situation in the State of Minnesota. Hundreds of banks have 
closed their doors in our State during the Harding-Coolidge 
administration, and how any gentleman can consider the bank
ing situation good there I do not unde,rstand. In my district, 
in one county three banks closed the day after election day. 
They were purposely held back until the election was out of 
the way so as not to sound a discordant note in the prosperity 
chorus, and then they "busted." I want to tell a little story 
that illustrates just how the farmers in my State and in my 
district feel on the banking situation at the present time. Last 
fall, on Thanksgiving Day, in a Norwegian community, the pas~ 
tor of the congregation was preaching his usual Thanksgiving 
sermon. For his text at that time he took the Bible story of 
Jo~and I think that was a good and fitting story for that 
community just at that time. In that town, where the little 
church was locat.ed, where he was preaching, there had been 
two banks, and both of them were closed up. 

Those of you who know anything about the Norwegian people 
know that they are a very serious-minded people and they 
are very churchly. 1 What they lack in humor they make up 
in seriousness. I was told that after the pastor had read the 
text and was preaching a .;fine sermon on the text, he called 
attention to how differently the people felt at this time from 
the way Job felt in his afflictions. He told them how Job had 
lost his children and all of his property and how even his 
wife had tempted him to curse God, but-that he remained true 
to God, and the pastor praised him. Then he said : 

How different it is with us ! If we do not get as good a crop as 
we think we ought to have, we grumble; if we do not get as many 
bushels of wheat to the acre as we think we ought to ha.ve, we 
grumble; if the price of potatoes is not what we think it ought to be, 
we grumble. If we happen to lose a couple o:f hundred of dollars in 
a bank that fails we act as though the world were coming to an end. 

And right there and then, in that congregation something 
happened that has never before happened in a Norwegian 
church congregation either in the United States or in Norway. 
It was too much for one elderly lady. Her family had lost their 
savings in one of the banks, she got right up, interrupted the 
pastor, and said : 

Pastor, I call your attention to this fact. It was God who inflicted 
punishment on Job, but it was thieves and rascals who took our 
money away from us. 

[La ugh ter.] 
The bulk of the farmers so classify the Federal Reserve 

Board that in 1920 -put on the deflation that started banks bust~ 
ing and resulted in the deflation of the farmers. 

That is all I need to say about the banking situation. And 
I think it is a complete answer to the gentleman from Minne
sota [Mr. NEWTON]. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I understand now that the McNary
Haugen bill is going to be passed in both Houses of Congress 
and signed by the President and will become a law and that I the farmers' ills are going to be solvecl for a time at least. I 

1 understand that President Coolidge has changed his mind. 
I have sat here and watched the President, as you gentlemen 
have, and I know from observations there is no man who can 
make a more lightning-like change of position than he. 

I understand that all of the time he is now on the lookout, 
day and night, for a messenger to come down from Congress 

. ., . , . . . . J bringing him the McNary-Haugen bill, so that he cnn affix his 
lo~~ce. Wheat Studies, Food, Research Institute, Stanford Umverstty, Cali- l signature and by so doing cinch the nomination for the Presi-



1927 CONGRESS! ON AL RECORD-HOUSE 3001 
dency. Out where I live they have been doing good work. tute for the McNary-Haugen bill, and we ask leaders in all activities 
The Lowden forces are at work day and night out ther~. The in agriculture or otherwise to champion this cause for the common 
Lowden campaign that has been so splendidly handled here on welfare to the end that the same be speedily rejected and by the same 
the floor of the House by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DICK- token and united effort the 1\lcNary-Haugen bill be enacted into law 
INSON] has served a fine purpose. I am here to tell you that it without further delay. 
is my opinion that Mr. Lowden can not be nominated for the We extend our thanks and appreciation to our Congressmen and· 
Presidency, but the Lowden money spent out there has had the Senators who in the past have supported the McNary-Haugen bill, but 
effect of stirring up the Republicans and making President especially to those of Minnesota who have been and are fighting for 
Coolidge change his position. I hope that he will sign the our cause and supporting this measure, and deplore that any represent
McNary-Haugen bill and thereby cinch the next nomination. ative in a lawmaking body, for flimsy excuses ,pr local contentions, 
The West cares not who is nominated or elected President if refuses to join in this support. 
they will. be assured that they will not be treated as stepchil-, We congratulate and extend our thanks to the members of the {>res
dren always. ent legisl~ture and to hia excellency, the governor of our State, for 

Mr Chairman I feel that before the McNary-Haugen bill the adopbon of the concurrent resolution memorializing Congress to 
passe's this Hou;e and especially after the speech I heard my ena~t legislation to restore and maintain equality to agriculture and 
colleague make h~re, that I should have read from the Clerk's theu approval of the ~derlying .principles and pro~sions of the 
desk a resolution that was passed by the Minnesota Farm present McNary-Haugen .bill, and m return to our friends for the 
Bureau Federation, January 20, 1927. That resolution is a sup~ort of these· fundamental princi_Ples both in our State .and Natio~al 
complete answer to anything that the gentleman Jrom 1\llinne- C~~Itals and elsew?ere we here highly resolve to rededicate our m
sota said in his speech here this afternoon about the satis- dividual and orgamzed efforts for the furtherance of tllis cause and 
factory condition of the farmers, and when you hear this the foreve.r ~stabli~hment .a~d maintenan~e of equality to agricult~r~. 
resolution read you will wonder if the Fa1·mer Labor Party 2· Jar~rne s policy a nabon~l scandal· We regret that Dr. Wilham 
reallv had captured Minnesota. You will think at least that l\1. Jardme, Secreta:y ~f Agnculture, has seen fit to oppose and ob
the Farmer Labor spirit is marching triumphantly to victory. struct all f.ar~ leg~slabon dem~nded by . farmers for surplus control 
You would not believe this is the same Farm Bureau Federation and. that his Ide~ of the solution of this P:?blem is to ~orce more 
that used to be so conservative as to be reckoned reactionary. cre?It ~pon .any mdustry w~ch needs the ability to repay Its present 
I send this resolution to the Clerk's desk and ask the Clerk to obhga.hons m~tead . of additional means of gett~g ~to debt. '_V"e 
read it in m time. I desire to have read the portions I have a're b.Itterly di~appomted that ?e has taken the vi.ewpomt of the m-

k d bea :V: a upon national issues beginning with part 1 on dustria~ E~st .mst~d of the ~Iewpoint of the agncultural West and 
mar ~ • rmt. ' . h . South m aealing with the agricultural situation in the United States 
the first page and t~e .whole secon~ page, and I WlS every Under his administration the United States D p tment f A · It . 
one to listen because rt IS good reading. h . e ar 0 gricu ure 

Th CHAIRMAN. Without objection the Clerk will read. . as ce~sed to be a c~ordmate .branch of our Federal Government. It 
e . . IS dominated by ami 1s subordmated to the Department of Commerce, 

TherCelw·aks nodObJ~t\~n. • and the Secretary of Agriculture is head of his department in name 
The er rea as 0 OWS • only. The historic policy of our Government has been to foster agri-
1. National legislation: The depression in agriculture which first culture, the basic industry of all, even in prosperous periods, and the 

visited the wheat and corn belts now covers the entire Nation. The Jardine policy is a double indignity because of the calamitous economic 
accumulative etlect of the reduction of the purchasing power of farm conditions now surrounding agriculture which call for constructive 
products over a period of more than six years makes the situation in leadership. Ths is a national scandal of the first order, calling for 
agriculture generally, as well as industries dependent upon it, even a searching congressional investigatfon as contemplated in the Wheeler 
more acute to-day than any tinle heretofore. No business has presented resolution now pending in the United States Senate. Doctor Jardine's 
itself to Congress for solution during the past 50 years of greater im- unfitness for Secretary of Agriculture is further demonstrated by his 
portance nor of greater need for immediate correction than the pending action In sending a Federal employee to Europe to "study peasantry 
agricultural crisis. The Minnesota Farm Bureau Federation was the in order to apply in this country the methods used there"; by his 
first organization to tackle this problem, to study its underlying causes, refer~nce before a New York audience to farmers as a" pack of wolves"; 
and present a constructive program for its solution. At the annual by hiS numerous broken promises to support farm legislation of a 
meeting of this organization four years ago principles were enunciated kind determined by farmers; and by his support of the notorious 
and a definite policy and program for the solution adopted. This plan Fess-Tincher bill, which was a tl.imsy political excuse offered for the 
of relief hns been embodied in the well-known McNary-Haugen bill for solution of an important problem. / 
ngricultural relief, and after four years of continued suffering and The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman bas expired. 
patient waiting we still find the McNary-Haugen bill the center of Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. How inuch time does the gentle-
thought throt'ghout the land, with unified demand for its adoption by man desire? 
Congress. We regret and deplore this long delay and the failure of Mr. WEFALD. Five minutes will finish it up. 
Congress to act in giving our people the only solution which will solve Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I yield the gentleman five addi-
their problems. We demand of Congress speedy action. tional minutes. 

'l'he McNary-Haugen bill now pending in Congress embodies the prin- Mr. WEFALD. 1\Ir. Chairman, while the Farm Bureau 
ciples vital and necessary to restore and maintain equality to agricul- Federation of Minnesota does not speak for all the farmers of 
ture. We heru·tily and unanimously rededicate ourselves and our efforts that State, it speaks with the voice of the organized intelli
to this method and plan of solving our greatest national problem. gence of thousands and thousands of real farmers and when 

The principles which we hold as fundamental are: First, a Federal ~ou consider that the Farm Bureau is a sort of a' connecting 
ag~·icultural board, nominated and selected by the farm organizations, bnk between the farmer and the business man you can get 
and the creation of an export corporation thereunder; second, the the full import of this resolution. The leaders in this organi
segregation of the exportable surplus of all farm commodities and the zation used to warn against radicalism. I as_k you, did any 
collection of an equalization fee on each commodity. affected. These gentleman here ever hear a Farmer-Labor man speak in as 
fundamental plinciples are now accepted as indispensable to any farm strong language as the words contained in this resolution? 
relief worthy of the name. I rejoice over the stand taken by the Farm Bureau although 

With equal unanimity and solemnity we oppose the Curtis-Crisp bill, I am astonished over the strong language used. I hope that 
also pending in Congress, and which we feel has been introduced every l\Iember who has heard this resolution read now will 
largely, if not solely, for the purpose of dividing our people on true read it over again when it is printed in the RECORD, on a second 
agricultural relief and is a substitution of gesture for principles, of reading you will get the full import of it. 
words for policies, and promises for realities. After careful considera- l\Ir. Chairman, I bad this resolution read by the Clerk be
tion and study we find the Curtis-Crisp bill simply creates a political cause, if it had been extended in the RECORD, nobody would 
instead of a real Federal farm board and is not designed to take care have read it. I happened to have it in my pocket, wllen I 
of the exportable surplus, nor intended to make the tariff effective heard my distinguished colleague from Minnesota make his 
or even to influence the domestic r.rice upward of farm commodities address; I thought it contained a complete answer to what 
consumed in the highly protected, stabilized American market where he said. I hope that the reading of the resolution at this 
the farmer purchases all of his necessities. This bill makes no provi- time will have at least the result that the Minnesota delega
sion for maintaining a domestic price above the world price and will tion might be unanimously behind the l\IcNary-Haugen bill 
be wholly ineffective and afford no remedy or relief whatever to the when it comes to a vote. I commend it especially to the con· 
producers of corn, wheat, cattle, hogs, cotton, and other major crops sideration of my friend from the fifth district of Minnesota. 
of this country, This bill also gives to the United States Department [Applause.] 
of Agriculture further control over the farmers and will hinder and l\ir. DICKINSON of Iowa. l\fr. Chairman, I move that the 
prevent the operation instead of fostering and promoting the coopera- committee do now rise. 
tive movement and the benefits thereunder. We therefore call upon The motion was agreed to. 
all our p~ple, not only in this State, the midwest section of the conn- Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
tQ', but throughout our whole land, to oppose this or any other substi- resumed the chair, Mr. TINCHER, Chairman of the Cummittee of 
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the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 16863, 
bad come to no resolution thereon. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee . . Mr. Speaker, I ask una~imous 

consent that on Saturday, February 12, at the con_cluswn of 
business on the Speaker's table, follo-nring the readmg of the 
Journal, the gentleman from Georgia [l\Ir. UPSHAw] may have 
permission to addPess the House for one hour. I und~rstan,d 
it is his purpose to speak on National Lessons from Lmcoln s 
Creed. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unam
mous consent that on Saturday, February 12, immediately after 
the reading of the Journal and disposition of matters on the 
Speaker's table, that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UPSHAW] 
may be granted leave to address the House. fo~· one hour .on 
the subject of Abraham Lincoln. Is there obJeCtiOn? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

EQUALIZATION FEES 

1\Ir. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unf:lnimous co~ent. to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD on the subJect of equalization 

~- Th The SPEAKER. I s there objection? [After a pause.] e 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LA1\TKFORD. Mr. Speaker; I have to-day introduced a 
farm-relief measure identical in terms with the McNary-Haugen 
bill, except as to equalization fees on c?tton. My bill. w~uld 
only autholize equalization fees to be leVIed upon the spmmng, 
milling, or manufacture of cotton into thr.ead or cloth and upon 
the sale of cotton fOT such manufacturmg purposes and for 
export purposes. 

Realizing that cotton may be sold by original p~·~duc~rs to 
manufacturers or for export purposes, I put a proVIsiOn m the 
bill that no equalization fees shall be collected from original 
producers of cotton, except when good middling cotton is selling 
above 17 cents per pound, and then only .out of the excess cotton 
brings above that price. 

I had hoped for the passage of a farm relief bill without any 
equalization fee, but many differ with me and it seems that a 
bill will probably pass w lth such a fee. It is my purpose, there
fore, to perfect any bill that may pass so as not to put this 
burden on the ginning or sale of cotton by the farmer. Of 
course, as is usually the case, the fee may be eventually passed 
on to the farmer. I am hoping, however, to help secure the 
passage of a bill which will prove more beneficial than harmful 
to the farmer. I am of the opinion that the McNary-Haugen 
bill if so amended as to contain the provisions now presented 
by 'me will be helpful to the farmers as a general proposition, 
even though it does not measure up to my ideal of a farm relief 
measure. 

Let me say just here that if the McNary-Haugen bill is 
amended as suggested by me, the provision~ of the bill will be 
ver.y much improved as to equalization fees on cotton. The 
present bill as now draw.n is much better than the bill of last 
year as to the equalization fees on meat products, and so forth. 
I very much feared that the bill of last year would be con
strued to authorize the collection of equalization fees fro?TI 
every farmer who carried pork to market. The present b1U 
does not authorize any such col~ection. . . 

In order to show fully how I felt about equalizatiOn fees on 
the producer last year and what I did to prevent such fees, 
I quote from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of l\Iay 18, 1926, page 
9661, the following : 

M.r. LANKFORD. 1\Ir. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. The amend
ment I have would really come at the conclusion of the amendment 
of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. FULMER]. I doubt if my 
amendment be now in order until the amendment of Mr. FULMER is dis
posed of. 1\fy purpose was to offer it after the disposition of that 
amendment. I ask that my amendment be reported for information, 
and I will discuss it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be reported for information. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
"At the end of the Fulmer amendment add the following: 'Ana pro

v·ided further, That no equalization fee or charge shall ever be col~e:ted 
upon any basic agricultm·al commodity while owned by the ongrnal 
producer, nor upon the sale thereof by the o.riginal. producer d~ect t.o 
consumers or to any person, firm, or corporatiOn wh1ch buys bas1c agn
cultural commodities for the purpose of and sells same directly to con
sumers, regardless of whether such sale is made before or after 
processing.' " 

1\Ir. LANKFORD. Mr. Chairman, tlle purpose of my proposal is made 
clear by the reading of the amendment. But I want to put in the bill 
-a provision that so long as the producer retains his pToduct there can 
be no equalization fee on that product. In other words., there should 

be no equalization fee charged at the gin on cotton, provided the 
farmer keeps it and stores it and r etains the ownership of it. 

Mr. FULMER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LANKFORD. Yes. 
Mr. FuLMER. This bill takes care of the cotton equalization fee until 

he sells it. 
Mr. LANKFORD. Yes; but my amendment goes further and provides 

that where the farmer sells his pork or his beef to his neigh
bor in the little town where he lives there shall be no equalization 
fee charged for the selling of that to the consumer. It also 
provides that if the farmer brings into market his bog or beef and 
sells the product to the butcher shop or market, no equalization fee 
can be charged on that sale. In other words, if my amendment is 
adopted, there can be no equalization fee charged except where the 
product is sold in wholesale or in interstate commerce. I shall ask for 
a vote on my amendment at the proper time. 

Thereafter upon a vote being taken my amendment was lost. 
This amendment was voted down last year, and yet, those of us 
who are anxious to prevent any equalization fee b"eing levied 
upon the producer will very probably this year be able to go 
much further than we could possibly hope to go last year. We 
are gaining by keeping up the fight. 

Personally I believe that farm relief legislation can Qe worked 
out without any equalization fee whatever. I feel that if any 
is levied it should be o-nly on the excessive acreage that a man 
plants, and that even then it should be done only as a part 
and parcel of a program to help the farmer get a good price 
for his products. If we succeed in getting worth-while legis
lation for the farmers and provide for the raising of a fund to 
stabilize the prices of the farmers' products at a reasonable 
profit above the cost of production without a direct charge upon 
the farmer, then all will be well and good. If we can not 
get what. we want, then we can afford to compromise if the 
compromise is in the interest of the farmer ; otherwise it would 
be better that no bill he passed. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

l\fr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that this day they presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills and House 
joint resolutions: 

H. R. 2190. An act for the relief of Agnes W. Wilcox; 
H. R. 3664. An act to correct the military record of Daniel C. 

Darroch; 
H. R. 6384. An act to amend the acts of June 7, 1924, and 

March 3, 1925, granting certain public lands to the city of 
Phoenix, Ariz.; 

II. R. 7563. An act to amend section 4900 of the United States 
Revised Statutes; 

H. R. 8784. An act for the relief of Bertha M. Leville ; 
H. R. 9061. An act to authorize Lieut. Commander Lucius C. 

Dunn, United States Navy, to accept from the King of Den
mark a decoration known as a " Knight of the Order of Danne
brog"· 

H. R. 9268. An act to amend the agricultural credits act of 
1923; 

H. R. 9433. An act for the relief of Alexander Edwat·d Metz ; 
H. R.10424. An act to ratify the action of a local board of 

sales control in respect of a contract between the United States 
and Max Hagedorn, of La Grange, Ga.; 

H. R.11174. An act to amend section 8 of the act of September 
1, 1916 (39th Stat. L. p. 716), and for other purposes; 

H. R. 13778. An act for the relief of certain citizens of Eagle 
Pass, Tex.; 

H. R.15127. An act for the relief of sufferers from floods in 
the vicinity of Fabens a.nd El Paso, Tex., in September, 1925 ; 

H. R. 16023. An act relating to the transfusion of blood by 
members of the Military Establishment; 

H. R. 2994. An act for the relief of Harry J. Dabel; 
H. R. 5085. An act to remove the charge of desertion from 

and correct the naval record of Louis Nemec, otherwise known 
as Louis Nemeck ; 

H. R. 5243. An act to promote the mining of potash on the 
public domain ; 

H. R. 5486. An act for the relief of Levi Wright; 
H. R. 7849. An act for the relief of Ella Miller; 
H. R. 8923. An act for the relief of Sheffield Co., a corporation 

of Americus, Ga. ; 
H. R. 9919. An act for the relief of Stanton & Jones; 
H. R. 10082. An act to permit construction, maintenance, and 

use of certain pipe lines for petroleum and its products; 
H. R. 10901. An act to authorize the incorporated town of 

WranO'ell Alaska to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding 
$50,000 f~r the pu'rpose of constructing and equipping a public
school building in the town of Wrangell, AlaskR;; 
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H. R. 11259. An act to reimburse or compensate James E. 

Parker for money, clothing, and other property misplaced or 
appropriated by United States authorities during the World 
War; 

H. R. 11139. An act for the relief of Celestina l\Iateos ; 
H. R.11586. An act for the relief of Fannie B. Armstrong; 
H. R. 12109. An act to amend section 115b of subchapter -3 of 

chapter 1 of the District of Columbia Code; 
H. R. 12110. An act to amend section 1135, chapter 31, of the 

DiE~trlct of Columbia Code; 
H. R. 13451. An act to increase the pensions of certain maimed 

veterans who have lost limbs or have been totally disabled in 
the same, in line of duty, in the military or naval service of 
the United States, and to amend section 4788 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States by increasing the rates therein 
for artificial limbs; 

H. R. 13453. An act to amend the act providing additional aid 
for the American Printing House for the Blind ; 

H. R. 14250. An act to authorize reimposition and extension 
of the trust period on lands held for the use and benefit of the 
Capitan Grande Band of Indians in California ; 

H. J. Res. 53. Joint resolution to amend an act entitled "An 
act granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain sol
diers and sailors of the Civil War, and certain widows and 
dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war," approYed 
December 23, 1924 ; and 

H. J. Res.100. Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of 
War to expend not to exceed $125,000 for the protection of 
Government property adjacent to Lowell Creek, Alaska. 

.ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 17 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until tomorrow, Saturday, 
February 5, 1927, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com

mittee hearings scheduled for Saturday, February 5, 1927, as 
reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees : 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

( 10.30 tt. m.) 
Second deficiency bill. 

COMMITTEE ON INSULAR AFFAIRS 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
To clarify and amend existing laws relating to the powers 

and duties of the auditor for the Philippine Islands, and for 
other purposes (H. R. 16868). 

COMMITTEE ON MINES A ~n MINING 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
To amend an act entitled "An act to provide relief in cases 

of contracts connected with the prosecution of the war, and for 
other purposes," approYed March 2, 1919, as amended ( S. 3641). 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
941. A letter from the Secretary of \Var, transmitting report 

from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination and 
survey of Bear Creek, Ky. (H. Doc. No. 685) ; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

942. A letter from the Secretary of \Var, transmitting report 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination and 
suryey of Quinnipiac River, Conn., from the new Tomlinson 
Bridge up to Lewis Bridge (H. Doc. No. 686) ; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illus
trations. 

REPORTS OF COl\11\liTTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS A!'.i""D 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
l\fr. WOODRUFF: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 

16771. A bill to authorize the appraisal of certain Government 
property, and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1976). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN: Committee on the District of Columbia. 
H. R. 15208. A bill to provide for the detention of fugitives 
apprehended in the District of Columbia ; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1977). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN: Committee on the District of Columbia. 
S. 5266. An act to prohibit the sale of black bass in the District 

of Columbia; without amendment (Rept. No. 1978). Referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ARENTZ: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 12-!14. 
A bill for the relief of homestead settlers on the drained Mud 
Lake bottom in the State of 1\Iinnesotu ; v;ith an amendment 
(Rept. No. 1982). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

l\11·. WILLIAMSON : Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 
16838. A bill authorizing the Shoshone Tribe of Indians of the 
Wind River Reservation in Wyoming to submit claims to the 
Court '()f Claims; without amendment (Rept. No. 1983). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

1\ir. LUCE: Committee on the Library. H. R. 6235. A bill 
to provide for the erection of a monument to Gen. Anthony 
Wayne at Defiance, Ohio; with an amendment (Rept. No. 198-!). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. LUCE: Committee on the Library. H. R. 16656. A bill 
to establish a national war memorial museum and yeterans' 
headquarters in the building known as Ford's Theater ; with an 
amendment (Rept. No. 1985). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LUCE: Committee on the Library. H. R. 16746. A bill 
to erect a monument to the memory of the Federal soldiers wJ;w 
were killed at the Battle of Perryville, an<l for other purposes; 
with an amendment (Rept. No. 1986). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa: Committee on Ways and Means. H. R. 
16886. A bill to authorize the Director of the United States 
Veterans' Bureau to make loans to veterans upon the security 
of aujusted service certificates ; without amendment ( Rept. No. 
1987). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

1\lr. LUCE: Committee on the Library. H. J. Res. 42. A 
joint resolution authorizing the erection of a monument to the 
memory of Sacajawea, or Bird ·woman; with an amendment 
(Rept. No. 1988). Referr·ed to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

1\fr. LUCE: Committee on the Library. S. 4876. An act 
providing for the erection of a monument on Kill Devil Hill. at 
Kitty Hawk, N. C., commemorative of the first successful at
tempt in history at power-driven airplane flight; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1989). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIOKS 

Under clau~e 2 of Rule XIII, 
1\lr. LINEBERGER: Committee on Naval Affairs: S. 2085. 

An act to correct the naval record of John Cronin; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1979). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

1\lr. LIKEBERGER: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 
10290. A bill for the relief of Kenneth 1\l. Orr ; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 1980). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. MAGEE of Pennsylvania: Committee on Naval Affairs. 
H. R. 15439. A bill providing for sundry matters affecting the 
naval service; without amendment (Rept. No. 1981). Referred 
to the Committee of the "\'{hole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTlONS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By 1\Ir. LANKFORD: A bill (H. R. 16945) to establish a Fed

eral farm board to aid in the orderly marketing and in tlle 
conh·ol and disposition of the surplus of agricultural com
modities; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 16946) to provide 
additional pay for enlisted men of the United Stutes Navy as
signed to duty on submarine vessels of the Navy; to the Com
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 16947) for the relief of the 
Lucy Webb Hayes National Training School for Deaconesses 
and Missionaries; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 169-!8) to increase the salaries of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16949) to amend the District of Columbia 
traffic act, 1925, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 16950) granting the consent 
of Congress to the department of highways and public works 
of the State of Tennessee to construct, maintain, and operate 
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a bridge across the Clinch River in Hancock County, Tenn.; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 16951) to authorize inter
mediate credit banks to assist agricultural cooperative associa
tions in acquiring storage facilities ; to the Committee on Bank
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 16952) to ratify and confirm 
act No. 3243 of the Philippine Legislature approved November 
27, 1925 ; to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. GillSON: A bill (H. R. 16953) to provide a five-year 
building and extension program for the free public library sys
tem of the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. SEARS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 16954) granting 
the consent of Congress to the city of Blair, Nebr., or its 
assignees, to construct a bridge and approaches thereto across 
the Missouri River between the States of Nebraska and Iowa; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CELLER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 348) amending 
paragraph 3, section 2, Public Act 96, Sixty-seventh Congress, 
known as the Willis-Campbell Act, which is an act supple
mental to the national prohibition act; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

-By Mr. BLACK of New York: Resolution (H. Res. 408) to 
obtain information from the State Department concerning om· 
relations with China ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CRISP: Resolution (H. Res. 409) providing for the 
appointment of a committee of five members of the House to 
investigate and report to the House at the earliest practicable 
date during the present session what adjustments, if any, should 
be made in the compensation of the officers and employees of the 
House of Representatives; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Resolution (H. Res. 410) 
for the immediate consideration of bills reported to the House 
of Representatives fi•om the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization; to the Committee on Rules. 

MEMORIALS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented and 

referred as follows : 
Memorial of the Legislature of the State of Oklahoma., per

taining to the retirement of emergency officers of the World 
War on equal terms and conditions with officers of the Regular 
Army, the NavY, and the Marine Corps; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Memorial of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, to amend 
the tariff schedule as affecting the duty on molasses imported 
for the manufacture of industrial alcohol to such an extent 
that it will be more economical to use corn in its manufacture 
than to use imported molasses; to the Committee on Ways and 
:Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota : Memorial of the Legis
lature of the. State of South Dakota, requesting the establishing 
of a Federal farm board with ·authority to direct the handling 
of surplus agricultural commodities as embodied in the McNary
Haugen bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWANK: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Oklahoma, requesting favorable action on S. 3027 and H. R. 
4548, pertaining to the retirement for disabled emergency officers 
of the World War on equal terms and conditions with officers 
of the Regular Army, the Navy, and Marine Corps; to the Com
mittee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Oklahoma, 
requesting that the Secretary of the Interior make collection 
of balance of purchase price of lands sold belonging to the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes of Indians; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. 1\IcSW AIN: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of South Carolina, requesting favorable passage of S. ·33 and 
H. R. 4548; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOIDNICK: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of South Carolina, requesting favorable passage of S. 33 and 
H. R. 4548; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By 1\fr. BOYLAN: A bill (H. R. 16955) granting an increase 

of pension to Margaret Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 16956) granting an increase 
of pension to Geaean J. Bennett; to the Committee on Invruid 
Pensions. 

\ 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 16957) granting pat
ent to 0. E. Moore; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr~ HOGG: A bill (H. R. 16958) granting an increase of 
pension to Amanda Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16959) granting an increase of pension to 
Nellie Misner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a ~ill (H. R. 16960) granting an increase of pension 
to Annie L. Staffstall ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACOBSTEIN: A bill (H. R. 16961) granting an 
increase of pension to Alberta V. Coughnet; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16962) granting a pension to Catherine M. 
Atkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16963) granting an increase of pension to 
Theoda I. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16964) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SEARS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 16965} granting a 
pension to Elzia W. Robar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 16966) granting an increase of 
pension to Mildred Hamlin; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 16967) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha E. Roelf; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 16968) for the relief of John 
H. Morse; to the Committee on Ciaims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 16969) for the relief 
of H. C. Lafferty ; to the Committee on Olaims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 
6043. Petition of Clinton Chamber of Commerce, Clinton, 

Iowa, supporting legislation in raising the tariff on imported 
molasses used for the manufacture of industrial alcohol; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
. 6044. Petition to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims 

to hear, examine, and adjudicate and enter judgment in any 
claims which the Miami Indians of Indiana have against the 
United States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

6045. By Mr. ADKINS: Petition of citizens of Decatur, State 
of Illinois, urging that immediate steps be taken to pass the 
Civil War pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6046. By Mr. ALMON: Petition of citizens of the eighth con
gressional district of Alabama, urging the immediate passage of 
the Civil War pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

6047. Also, petition of citizens of the eighth congressional dis
trict of Alahama, urging the immediate passage of the Civil 
War pension bill ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6048. Also, petition of citizens of the eighth congressional 
district of Alabama, urging the immediate passage vf the Civil 
War pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6049. By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of residents of Delano, 
Modesto, and Sanger, Calif., urging passage of a bill to increase 
pensions of Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6050. By Mr. BLOOM: Petition of Abraham Lincoln Post No. 
4, Grand Army of the Republic, Denver, Colo., requesting cer
tain pension legislation with reference to Civil War veterans 
and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6051. By Mr. BRIGHAM: Petition in form of a resolution of 
the convention of the American Legion, Department of Ver
mont, favoring the passage of pending legislation provided in 
the Tyson-Fitzgerald bill for relief of disabled emergency offi
cers of the World War; to the Committee on World War Vet
erans' Legislation. 

6052. By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition by the Buffalo Branch 
No. 27, National Association of Postal Employees, favoring the 
passage of House bill 16435 ; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

6053. By Mr. CARTER of California: Petition of the Stanton 
Woman's Relief Corps, No. 16, Auxiliary to Stanton Post, No. 
55, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of California, 
urging the passage of the bill increasing pensions of widows of 
Civil War veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6054. By Mr. CELLER : Petition of the American Society of 
Certified Public Accountants; to the Committee on Appropria
tions. 

6055. By Mr. CULLEN: Resolution presented by Mr. P. J. 
Lydecker, of Paterson, N.J., and signed by members of the com-
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mittee from Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, and .Mary
land, indorsing increase in salaries of Federal employees ; to 
the Committee on the Civil Service. 

6056. By l\Ir. CURRY: Petition of residents of the third 
California district, for increase in Civil War pensions; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6057. By l\Ir. DRANE: Petition signed by R. V. Goodwin and 
others, of Tarpon Springs, Fla., urging the passage of pension 
legislation for the relief of veterans of the Civil War and 
widows of veterans at the present session of Congress; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6058. By .Mr. DRIVER: Petition signed by citizens of Mis
sissippi County, Ark., indorsing legislation for the relief of the 
Civil War veterans, their widows, and dependents; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6059. lly Mr. DOWELL: Petition of citizens of Polk County, 
Iowa, urging enactment of legislation increasing pensions of 
veterans of the Civil War and widows of veterans ; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

6060. Also, petition of citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, urging 
enactment of legislation increasing the pensions of veterans of 
the Civil War and widows of veterans; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6061. By l\Ir. EATON: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 54, 
Patdotic Order Sons of America, of Baptistown, N.J., opposing 
repeal or modification of present immigration acts; to the Com
mittee on Immigration. 

6062. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Block-Jones Photo Co. 
(Inc.), Albert E. Block, president, 27 Von Hillern Street, Dor
chester, 1\Iass., recommending early and favorable considera
tion of the Swing-Johnson bill providing for the protection of 
Imperial Valley in California; to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation. ~ 

6063. lly Mr. GARBER: Petition of the American Associa
tion for Labor Legislation, urging enactment of Senate bill 3170, 
the longshoremen's compensation legislation; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

6064. By Mr. GREEN,VOOD: Petition of Mr. C. H. Bicknell 
and 32 other citizens of Sullivan County, Ind., urging imme
diate vote on a Civil ·war pension bill carrying the rates pro
posed by the National Tribune, in order that relief may be 
accorded to needy and suffering >eterans and widows of vet
erans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6065. By Mr. HAWLEY: Petitions of residents of Merlin, 
Gates Creek, Port Orford, Yoncalla, Arago, Corvallis, Gold Hill, 
Newberg, Clackamas County, Ashland, Wilsonville, Salem, Linn 
County, Sandlake, Jackson County, Gervais, Dallas, and Doug
las County, Oreg., to bring to a vote the Civil War pension bill 
granting relief to veterans and . widows of veterans; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6066. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of Daniel Pikkaart, jr., and 
32 other residents of Kalamazoo, Mich., in favor of pending 
legislation to increase the present rates of pension of Civil War 
veterans, their widows, and dependents ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6067. Also, petition of Frances J. Miller and 68 other resi
dents of Battle Creek, Mich., in fa>or of pending legislation to 
increase the present rates of pension of Chil 'Var veterans, 
their widows, and dependents ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

6068. By Mr. HOWARD: Petition favoring the passage of an 
increase of pensions for Civil 'Var veterans and their widows, 
submitted by Mrs. A. E. Masterson and some 20 others of 
Fremont, Dodge County, Nebr.; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

6069. Also, petition favoring the passage of increase of pen
sions for Civil War veterans and widows of >eterans, submitted 
by Mr. L. A. Leigh and some sixty-odd names of petitioners 
residing at Santee, Knox County, Nebr.; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6070. By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: Petition of citizens of 
Mount Calm, Tex., in behalf of legislation increasing pensions 
of veterans of the Civil War and v;idow::5 of veterans; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6071. By Mr. KINDRED: Petition of the Women's Commit
tee of the George Washington-Sulgrave Institution, protesting 
against reduction of appropriations and forces of the United 
States Army and Navy as nullifying the 1920 national defense 
act and the 5-{}-3 naval ratio; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

6072. Also, resolution of the ·New York Commandery of the 
Naval Order of the United States, that the representatives of 
this order view with grave concern the failure of Congress to 
provide the funds to maintain the Navy in accordance with the 
5-5-3 ratio, and particularly deploring the refusal of the 

House of Representatives to provide funds to at least lay 
down the three cruisers authorized; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

6073. By Mr. KVALE : Petition of Mr. J. H. Wilger and 28 
residents of Willmar, Minn., remonstrating against legislation 
repealing the Pullman surcharge; to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

6074. By 1\Ir. LETTS: Petition of Amanda Frack and 19 
other citizens of Muscatine, Iowa, urging the passage of the 
Civil War pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6075. By 1\Ir. McCLINTIC: Petition of 248 voters of Roger 
Mills, Custer, and Kiowa Counties, praying for the passage of 
a bill to increase the pensions of Civil War veterans and 
widows and dependents of veterans; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

6076. By Mr. McFADDEN: Petition of voters of Monroeton, 
Pa., requesting Civil War pension legislation; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

6077. By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: Petition of 25 
citizens of Traverse City, l\fich., for a libexalization of the 
Civil War pension laws; to the Committee on In>alid Pensions. 

6078. By Mr. McREYNOLDS: Petition from the voters of 
Soddy, Hamilton County, Tenn., requesting immediate con
sideration of the bill for the relief of veterans of the Civil 
War and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

6079. By Mr. MAJOR: Petition of citizens of Springfield, 
I\lo., urging the passage of the Civil War pension bill, for the 
relief of needy and suffering veterans and widows of veterans ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6080. Also, petition of the citizens of Slater, 1\Io., urging the 
passage of Civil War pensjon bill for the relief of needy and 
suffering veterans and widows of veterans ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

6081. By Mr. l\lANLOVE: Petition of Mrs. Maggie L. Adams, 
Dr. ~- H. Miller, and 11 other citizens of Joplin, l\lo., urging 
the passage of legislation favorable to veterans of the Civil 
War and widows of -veterans; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. -

6082. Also, petition of Mr. R. H. Kenagy, l\lr. E. K. Thorn
berry, and 46 other citizens of Neosho, l\lo., urging the passage 
of legislation for increase of pensions of veterans of the Civil 
War and for widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

6083. By l\lr. MURPHY: Petition by the voters of Harrison 
County, Ohio, urging that immediate steps be taken to bring 
to a vote Civil War pension bill in order that relief may be ac
corded to needy and suffering veterans and widows of >eterans ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

0084. By l\lr. NELSON of Maine: Petition from the citizens 
of Augusta, ·waterville, Madison, Athens, and Bar Harbor, 
urging the passage by Congress of the Civil War pension bill 
for the relief of needy veterans and widows of >eterans ; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6085. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the Non
intervention Citizens Committee of Kew York, favoring the 
passage of Senate resolution 309, for the recall from Nicaragua 
the American marines and warships now stationed there; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6086. All3o, petition of the George Washington-Sulgrave In
stitution, protesting against reduction of appropriations and 
forces of our Army and Navy as nullifying the 1920 nationai 
defense act and the 5-5-3 naval ratio; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

6087. By l\Ir. O'CONNOR of New York: Petition of various 
citizens, urging higher pension rates for Civil War survivors 
and Civil 'Var widows; to the Com.mittu on Invalid Pensions. 

6088. Also, resolutions of the New York Commandery of the 
Naval Order of the United States, urging appropriations to 
build three additional cruisers; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

6089. Also, resolutions of the women's committee of the 
George Washington-Sulgrave Institution, protesting against re
ductions of appropriations and forces of the Army and Navy 
as nullifying the 1920 national defense act and the 5-5-3 na>al 
ratio; to the Committee on Naval .Affairs. 

6090. Also, resolutions passed at a mass meeting of the Non
intervention Citizens' Committee, held at the Lyric Theater, 
New York City, urging President Coolidge to submit dispute 
with Mexico to arbitration; m·ging passage of Senate Resolu
tion 309, Senate Resolution 319, and House Concurrent Reso
lution 45; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6091. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the 
Philadelphia Board of Trade, opposing the passage of the Mc
Nary-Haugen bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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6092. Also, petition of the :Millers' 

posing the McNary-Haugen bill; to 
culture. 

National Federation, op. 6112. By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of citizens of Advent, 
the Committee on Agri- W. Va., fav-oring additional pension legislation; to the Commit

tee on Invalid Pensions. 
6093. Also, petition of the New York Comma.ndery of the 

Naval Order of the United States, that the Congress provide 
funds to maintain the Navy in accordance with the 5-5-3 ratio 
and the building of the three cruisers authorized; to the Com
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

6094. By Ur. PRATT: Petition. of Citizens of Malden-on-Hud
son, Ulster County, N. Y., urging enactment of legislation to 
increase the pensions of Civil War \eterans and widows of 
veterans; also, petition of citizens of Chatham, Columbia 
CounQ!, N. Y., urging enactment of legislation to increase the 
pensions of Civil War veterans and widows of Teterans; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

G095. By l\Ir. ROBINSON of Iowa : Petition for the enact
ment of Civil War pension legislation, sent in by the citizens 
of Dubuque, Dubuque County, Iowa ; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

6096. By Mrs. ROGERS: Petition of Dr. Artliur W. Gilbert, 
commissioner, department of agriculture, Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, in favor of House bill 16172, listed on House 
Calendar No. 364; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

6097. By Mr. SIMMONS: Petitions of citizens of Loup and 
Box Butte Counties and other citizens of Neuraska, asking for 
an increase of pensions to veterans of the Civil ·war and widows 
of veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6098. By Mr .. SINCLAIR: Petition of about 100 residents 61 
Kenmare, N. Dak., and vicinity, urging the early enactment of 
the Civil War pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

G099. By Mr. STALKER: Petition of citizens of Jacksonville, 
Tompkins County, N. Y., urging the enactment of Civil War 
pension legislation for further increase in pension for Civil War 
veterans and widows of veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

GlOO. By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: Petition of voters of 
Agenda, Kans., urging passage of Civil War pension bill for 
widows and veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6101. By Mr. THURSTON: Petition of citizens of Decatur 
County, Iowa, requesting Civil War pension legislation; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

·6102. Also, petition of city council of Sioux City, Iowa, re
questing farm legislation; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

6103. Also, petition of Greater Sioux City Committee, Sioux 
City, Iowa, requesting farm legislation; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

6104. Also, petition of Muscatine Civic Federation, Musca
tine, Iowa, indorsing the McNary-Haugen bill; to the Commit
tee on Agriculture. 

6105. By Mr. VINSON of Kentucky: Petition signed by 
numerous residents of Owingsville, in the ninth congressional 
district of Kentucky, urging the passage, before adjournment 
of Congress, of a bill for the relief of needy and suffering vet
erans of the Civil War and widows of veterans; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions. · 

6106. Also, petition signed by numerous residents of the 
county of Carter, in the ninth congressional district of Ken
tucky, and urging the passage, before adjournment of Congress, 
of a bill for the relief of needy and suffering veterans of the 
Civil War and widows of veterans; to the Committee on In· 
valid Pensions. 

6107. Also, petition signed by numerous residents of the 
county of Montgomery, in the ninth congressional district of 
Kentucky, and urging the passage, before adjournment of Con
gress, of a bill for the relief of Civil War veterans and widows 
of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6108. Also, petition signed by numerous residents of the city 
of Louisa, in the ninth congressional district of Kentucky, urg
ing the pa~sage, before adjournment of Congress, of a bill for 
the relief of needy and suffering veterans of the Civil War and 
widows of veterans ; . to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6109. By Mr. VOIGT: Petition of. W. H. Henry and 52 other 
residents of Jefferson, Wis., urging increased pensions for Civil 
War veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

6110. By Mr. WATSON : Petition of residents of Pottstown, 
Montgomery County, Pa., urging the enactment of Civil War 
pension legiBlation; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6111. By Mr. WILLIAMSON: Petition of State Legislature 
of South Dakota, asking Congress to enact legislation creating 
a Federal farm board with authority to direct th.e handling of 
surplus agricultural commodities, as embodied in the McNary
Haugen bill, with a view to placing agricultm·e on the same 
footing with other industries ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

SENATE 
SATURDAY, February 5, 1927 

The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Almighty and everlasting God, though the heaven.of heavens 
can not contain Thee Thou art ever willing to dwell with the 
humble and contrite heart and to manifest Thy mercies to all 
who come reverently into Thy presence and seek Thy grace. Be 
pleased to look upon us this morning and grant unto us such 
guidance by Thy Holy Spirit that we may do the things which 
£hall be acceptable in Thy sight, and that we shall acquit our
selves honorably in the presence of the Nation. We ask in 
Jesus' name. Amen. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester
day's proceedings when, on request of Mr. CURTIS and by unani
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with antl the 
Journal wa.s approved. 

MESSAGE FRO:U THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 16800) making appropriations for the government of the 
District of Columbia and · other activities chargeable in whole 
or in part against the revenue of such District for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1928, and for other purposes, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed his 

signature to the following enrolled bills, and they were there
upon signed by the Vice President : 

H. R. 4502. An act declaring pistols, revolvers, and other fii·e
arms capable of being concealed on the person nonmailable and 
providing penalty ; and 

H. R. 7776. An act for the reimbursement of Emma E. L. 
Pulliam. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena

tors answered to their names : · 
Ashurst Fletcher KiLa·n7ollette Robinson, Ark. 
Bayard Frazier F Robinson, Ind. 
Blease George Lenroot Sackett 
Borah Gerry McKellar Schall 
Bratton Gillett McLean Sheppard 
Broussard Glass McMaster Shortridge 
Bruce Goff McNary Smith 
Cameron Gooding Ma~'iield Smoot 
Capper Greene Means Steck 
Caraway Hale Metcalf Stephens 
Copeland Harris Neely Stewart 
Couzens Harrison Norbeck Trammell 
Curtis Hawes Norris Tyson 
Dale Heflin Nye Wadsworth 
Deneen Howell Oddie Walsh, Mass. 
Dill Johnson Overman Walsh, Mont. 
Edge Jones, N. M'ex. Phipps Warren 
Ernst Jones, Wash. Pine Watson 
}j,erris Kendrick Pittman Wheeler 
Fess Keyes Reed, Pa. Willis 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to announce that the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BINGHAM] is necessarily ab
sent on account of illness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Senators having answered 
to their names, a quorum is present. 

RELEASE OF GERMAN PROPERTY IN FRAN.CE 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I ask permission to have read 
at the desk a special dispatch with respect to the release of 
German property in France, which I have had translated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clerk will 
read the dispatch. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 
DECBEE WITH RESPECT TO THE RELEASE OF GERMAN PROPERTY IN FRANCE 

PARIS, January 18.-ln furtherance of the definiti;e agreement ot 
October 3, 1926, with the French administration, which has been rati
fied on December 22, the President of the French Republic now issues 
a decree of January 8, 1927, as follows: 

The French administration renounces its existing right, accorded to 
it under article 297 of the treaty of Versailles, for the liquidation of 
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